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The CHAIRMAN stated that the question re- 
curred upon agreeing to the first clause of the 
Senate amendment. ' 

Mr. HOUSTON demanded tellers; which were 
ordered. 

Mr. ORR. 
question ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is on agreeing to the 
first division of the Senate amendment. 

Mr. ORR. I have an amendment to offer if it 
is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman will send 
up his amendment. 

Mr. ORR. I propose, Mr. Chairman, to strike 
out the entire amendment, and insert that which 
1 send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

Mr. WALSH. I rise to a poigt of order; and 
itis that this amendment comes too late. The 
committee had divided already, and tellers were 
called for. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 
amendment is not too late. 
time before the vote is taken. 
pending to strike out the clause. 

Mr. ORR. I suppose that this motion to strike 
out and insert would take precedence over the mo- 
tion to strike out? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the genfleman what the rule is upon this subject: 
**A motion to strike out and insert shall 
“deemed indivisible, but a motion to strike out 
* being lost, shall preclude neither amendment nor 
*a motion to strike out and insert.”? The Chair 
was in error in stating the question first in order 
this morning. 


What did the Chair state was the 


PHENS| to strike out this clause. 


Mr. ORR. Suppose the House refuses to strike | 
out, will it then be in order for me to offer my | 


amendment? 
The CHAIRMAN. It will. 
Mr.ORR. Then I shall offer it. 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 


section: 


ated by this and other laws— 


Beit enacted, ¥c., 'That the duties to be leviethon goods, 


wares, and merchandise, imported into the United States, 
shall be assessed On the average price which such articles 


bore in the principal markets of the United States on the | 
Ist day of December, 1846; such price to be ascertained by | 


the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. HART. I rise to a point of order, which 
is, that that is not germane to the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 


is not in order. 


Mr. STEVENS~ I offer that amendment in | 
order to raise the revenue hereby appropriated. | 
1 think it is in order to see who wants general | 
protection instead of special protection, and I ap- | 


peal from the decision of the Chair. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to ask the Chair, or | 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, a question. I | 
Do | un- | 


want to understand this amendment. 
derstand that the gentleman proposes to increase 


the duty upon iron for the purpose of paying the | 


additional expenses of the Collins line? 


Mr. STEVENS. I ask that the amendment 
may be again read. 


The Clerk read the amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides this || 


| the tone and improving the taste of parliamentary || 
oratory. 


amendment to be out of order. From that de- 
cision the gentleman from Pennsylvania takes an 
appeal. The question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 
Mr. STEVENS. I ask for tellers upon the 
amendment. 9 


Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Cuanvuer | 


and Mason were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 82, noes not counted. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


The question reeurred on Mr. Sternens’s mo- | 


tion to strike out the clause. 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 


109 


I now 


It may be offered any | 
There is a motion | 


be | 


The pending question is upon the | 
motion of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Sre-: 


I offer the |, ent Ford : 
following amendment to come in at the end of the || 4™erican steamers can atiord to carry for. 
|| short, itis giving a monopoly to them of all the 


In order to raise revenue to defray the money appropri- || ys +a eae and valuable freight between 


.~ || them. 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania | 


| In being the swiftest vessels? 
accomplished before ever Collins became a mendi- || 
American ship-builders || 
had long ago distanced all rivals on the ocean, and || 
| that at their own expense. 
| matter of national glory to have the swiftest breed 
of horses and hounds? 


,to pay i debts, loan-office certificates 
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move to amend the amendment by striking out 
** 633,000” and inserting ** §20,000.”’ 

‘The CHAIRMAN. That 
already been voted down. 

Mr. STEVENS. Then I 
** $9) 000.” 

Mr.8. said: Mr. Chairman, as those who vote 
against this appropriation have been denounced by 
several fervent gentlemen, as wanting in patriotism 
and deficient in nationality, | deem it proper to 
give a few reasons why | shall be found among 
that class. This is essentially a measure of pro- 
tection, not by the imposition of duties, but by the 
donation of a large bounty to a particular firm. | 
am in favor of the protection of American enter- 
prise, when it is made general, so that every Amer- 
ican citizen may partake of its benefits—may com- 
pete for its possession. Now, a law giving a 
million of dollars a year to any American ciuzens 
who shall carry the mail from New York, Boston, 
or Philadelphia, to England, in the shortest ume, 
and in the best vessels, I will vote for. That 
is impartial reward to honest competition. But 
to bestow a large bounty ona particular firm to 
the exclusion of all others, is, in my sight, profli- 
gate favoritism. I am for encouraging all Amer- 
ican mechanics and manufacturers by equal and 
general laws. But to select particular mechan- 
ies or manufacturers, cotton mills or iron works, 
and sustain them alone by bounties against foreign 
competition, is not fair American legislation; but 
is unwise, unjust, if not corrupt favoritism. ‘That 
is the identical case before us. This separating 
a particular interest from all others, and giving it 


move to insert 


isolated protectidn, is suicidal to the system of 


general protection. 


lt takes away a portion of its 
friends. 


amendment has | 


But we are told that this is patriotic, because it | 


is sustaining American enterprise against British 
competition. 
all American competition. It is enabling this 
company, by governmental aid, to reduce the 
price of freight and fare below what any other 
In 


the two countries. 


Sir, it is sustaining this line against 


But this is sustained as a great measure of de- | 


fense, by building up a steam war navy. Four 
merchant steamers to compete with the eight hun- 
dred war steamers of England! Sir, it is simply 
absurd. 
and never cari be made so. Wheel vessels have 
been found wholly unfit for war. A few broad- 
sides carry away their wheels and totally disable 
They are abandoned by the British Ad- 


| miralty, who are building all their war steamers 
| with screw-propellers, hid under the stern, out of 


the way of gunshot. Their large frigates, nearly 
a hundred of them, have already been thus altered. 


No, sir; these paddle boats to skim the ocean in a | 


race, are fit for nothing but to flee from the ene- 
my. But national glory is concerned! In what? 
W hy, sir, this was 
cant on the Government. 
Why not make it a 
But, sir, | admit that this discussion has re- 


dounded to the honor of the nation, by elevating 


Why, the gentleman from Tennessee, 


Beside, they are not fit for war vessels, | 


[Mr. Potx,j and others, in their furious patriot- | 


\\ism, have evoked the martyrs of the Revolution 
| from their peaceful graves at Lexington, Concord, | 


Bunker’s Hill, and Yorktown, and seated them at 
this feast on board the Collins steamer. This isa 
slight departure, to be sure, from the classical in- 
unction, not to enlist a god unless the service 
e worthy of him. What has produced this glow- 
ing fervor among certain advocates of this grant? 


If a proposition is before you te appropriate money | 


for 


money advanced the country in time of need, or 


i} 


| pany cannot bear it. 


4 


HINGTON, BY JOHN C. RIVES.—TERMS 83 FOR THIS SESSION. 


New Serres.....No. 109. 


ing, and is sure to be rejected. But put millions 
into the bill, and it is impossible to deteatit. Any 
bill can be carried by those who have milliona at 
their command, with hampers of champagne an- 
nexed. ’ 4 

The friends of this special protection have just 
voted against my amendment. to vive general pro 
tection by an equal tariff, and [ will vote against 


| this grant. 


{Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Chairman, | am opposed 
to that amendment, and I am opposed to it partly 
because it increases the donation to this company. 

Now, sir, those gentlemen who advo this 
increased appropriation to the Collins steamers, 
do it on the ground that it is absolutely necessary 
in order to keep the line in operation, and they 
charge those who are opposed to the increase of 
compensation with being opposed to the line, op 
posed to the mail steam service altogether, and 
with being, if not traitors to the American side of 
the question, at least in favor of the British side. 
Now, sir, it would not be diffieult to prove that 
the very individuals who are for this increased 
compensation, are acting against mai] stemm ser- 
vice in general; for they are making these lines cost 
so much that the nation will not be able to keep 
up many of them, and therefore they will be re- 
duced to few in namber. 


ile 


Cannot a system of 


| econamy be introduced into this steam mail service, 


which will extend it instead of reducing it? We 


| had a sample of these mail steamers sent round 
| for the American Congress and American people 


to examine. We are told that the expense of 
these steamers per trip, is so heavy that the com- 
W ell, sir, cannot a steamer 
run as fast, beat a British steamer just as well, 
and protect American commerce just as well, with 
$5,000 worth of looking-glasses mm it, as with 
$10,000 worth? Cannotit perform this important 
service to the country by carrying the mails, and 
protecting our commerce, just as well by having 


| its furniture made out of plain American walnut, 


as by having it made out of rosewood and mahog- 
any? Could not it compare as advantageously 


| with other steamers that float the ocean, with a 


tea-service that cost 41,250, aa with one that cost 
2,500? Cannotall these expenses be reduced to 


| a certain rate of economy, such as we and our 


constituents are accustomed to at home? Cannot 
these steamers do just as important service to the 


Government, and reflect just as much honor and 


credit to the Government, by going on a more 
economical scale, as by goin r into extravagances 
such as were manifested to every one who visited 
the Baltic? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The question was then taken on Mr. Srrvens’s 
amendment, and it was disagreed to. 

Mr. EWING moved to amend the amend ment 
by striking out ** January’’ and inserting * July” 
instead thereof. 

Mr. E. said: By the excellent example shown 
us upon both sides of this question, ft diseover 
that it is quite possible to give, within the space 
of five minutes, at least the principal reneons 
which induce us to vote for or against the pro 
posed Senate amendment. 

If | remember rightly, Mr. Chairman, the prop- 


| osition for the reduction of postage, which was 
|| adopted in the last Congress, came from the city 


of New York. This House was then flooded 
with printed memorials, and there was the same 


| outside pressure brought to bear upon it then as 


now, in order that those large firms, with at im- 
mense correspondence, might get their postage at 
the rate of three cents, that being to them, at least, 
a considerable object, and they having, besides, 
railroads, steamboats, and every other facility for 


| intercourse and travel, totally independent of the 


Post Office Department. Now, sir, in the sparsely 
populated portions of this country the people are 
dependent on the Post Office Department for the 
facilities of intercourse so essential to the progress 
and prosperity of the country. By this redue- 
tion of postage in the first instance, it was neces- 


pensions to old soldiers, it ean hardly find a hear- || sary to pass laws compelling the Department to 
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ind down contractors to the lowest limits, to | tion, as they ever have done, to protection to a || Mr. JOHNSON 
| class at the expense of the whole people. 
form, having them weighed to see whether two | 


ave the mails carried in the cheapest possible 


horses could haul them, or whether it would be 
necessary to hitch on four horses. Let a contract- 
or go to the Department with a bushel of memo- 
rials asking for the reéstablishment of some old 
line which formerly existed, but has been abol- 
ished in consequence of the reduction of postage, 
and he will betold that the mails must be weighed, 
and if they are too heavy for two horses, then, 
and then only, will he be paid for four. And then, 
if he comes to the Department for indemnity upon 
a losing contract, he will be laughed at. Sir, I 
know something about these things. 
some experience in these matters, because | had 
the honor of being a mail contractor myself be- 


fore [ carne down in the world to the position || 


which | now oceupy. [Laughter.] 


Well, sir, after reducing the postage, chiefly for 


the benefit of New York and similar communities, 


we are now cailed upon, after having made acon- | 


tract with certain trans-Atlantic mail contractors, 


at their own prices—for, I believe, the contract || 


was not given, originally, to the lowest bidder— 
we are now called upon to pay them a bonus out 
of the Treasury. ‘This is cheap postage with a 
vengeance. A great deal is said about the ex- 


cellence of these steamers. They are certainly the | 


deepest draught steamers I have yet heard of— 


drawing thirty-three feet in the National ‘Treasury. | 


{Laughter.] Sir, if it is the cheapest mode of sus- 


taining a navy, to have our vessels hired out and | 


pay men for using them, let us keep up the Navy 
on a system of that sort, applied to sail vessels as 
well as steamers. If there is any advantage in it, 
it ought to be general. 


form to that system. 
{Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. MOLONY. Mr. Chairman, I will pene 


give the reasons for my opposition to the amend- | 
It is 


ment now pending before this committee. 
not a question simply involving dollars and cents; 
if so there would not be, in my mind, insurmount- 
able objections to it, although in that regard the 
objection is not a light one. 

As a means of transporting the mails of the 
United States from New York to Liverpool, the 
proposition is nakedly to give to the ‘* Collins line”’ 
$600,000 per annum from the National Treasury 
more than Mr. Tibbetts proposes to carry them 


for, with all of the guarantee that the Government | 
might demand for their transportation according || 


to contract; a difference in proposals, amounting in 
1860, the termination of the Collins contract, to 


not less than $5,000,000. An out and out bonus || 


to that company from the National Treasury, for 
which the nation will receive no consideration what- 
ever. 


‘The consideration of dollars and cents, therefore, 


presents to my mind objections to the passage of 
this amendment, which, if not insurmountable, are 
of great weight. 


But there is an objection to which there has || 


been repeated allusions in the course of this de- 
bate, which makes it impossible for me, as a 


pies of Jacksonian Democracy and the Constitution 
of my country. It is the principle of protection 


that is involved in this proposition—not protection | 
to a great American interest, embracing and bene- | 


fiting all connected with that interest, but protec- 


the injury of the whole commercial! marine of the 


country. Yes, sir, this amendment, if passed, | 
appropriates in the next eight years, $5,900,000 | 


of the people’s money, for which they receive no 


try an injury from the unjust discrimination against 
them. ; : 
It has been, for a long while, a cardinal doctrine 


of the Democratic party, that the great iron and | 


cotton interests, in which are involved hundreds 
of millions of capital, and u 


which hangs the fortunes of so many thousands, | 
and the bread and raiment of millions of Ameri- | 
can citizens, should not be supported by a tax 
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After we have worked out || 
a correct system, | like to have everything con- | 


rank and file upon the Democratic side of the 
| House, and are found standing shoulder to shoul- 
| der with the Whigs, in support of this very prin- 


|| ciple of protection, as embraced in the Senate 
‘|| amendment now before us;—only differing from | 


the principle of a protective tariff in its application, 
being in this amendment applied in the most ob- 
jectionable form ever presented to an American 


| 
| Congress—the protection, nakedly and solely, of 
I have had || 


an individual enterprise, at the expense of our 
| National Treasury. 


| our people at the expense of the whoie nation, is 


e 


1] 
Yet, sir, some gentlemen, to whom the Democ- |! 
racy of the country have long looked as cham- | 
pions of their eause, turn right round, leave the || 


. Let out the contract to the 


lowest bidder. 

If, sir, the objectis to enable a competition to be 
sustained between the United States and Great 
Britain, in the transportation of merchandise and 
passengers, let us, as has been remarked by the 


| gentleman from Pennsylvania; (Mr. Srevens,) 


Protection to any portion of | 


enable all our vessels to compete with Great Brit- 

ain in that respect. 
Has this Government the power to grant a bo- 
nus of this character? Under what clause of the 
Constitution is it to give it? We have power to 
transmit the mails, but in transmitting the mails 
it is necessary to have regard to the principles of 

, justice and equity. 
Mr. GOODENOW. The gentleman is out of 


'| order. 


a Whig, not a Democratic principle. But if I could | 


| be induced to sustain the principle as applied in | 
| any form, | would most certainly sustain the | 
| amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania in | 


preference to the Senate amendment now pending. 
| The former would be voting a given amount from 
the people’s Treasury into the pockets of the iron 
interests of Pennsylvania, embracing thousands 
| of our citizens, while the proposition before us 
proposes to give the same to an individual. 

{ Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania. If we continue 


| get a vote upon it. And I feel it my duty to give 
| notice to the House, that I will endeavor to enforce 
| the rules of the House, so as to confine gentlemen 


| ments. 
The question was then taken on the amend- 


to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. Is a motion to 
strike out and insert in order ? 

The CHAIRMAN. If it applies to the entire 
clause it is not in order. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then I move to strike out 
ts Liverpool”’ and insert the word ‘* Trieste.”’’ 


Why should we make this appro- 





W hat are its objects, and what its pur- 
ose? It is to transmit the mail, as provided for 
| inthe bill, And what are the arguments to support 
it? One is, as I understand, that we have entered 


Another is, we must add to our greatness as a 
nation; that we must build up a navy that will 


world; that England has a splendid navy, and 





| assumed a few moments ago. 


| the gentleman’s remarks are in order ? 
Democrat, to support it, having in view the princi- || 


| yet see the gentleman’s application. 
tion of an individual enterprise, and that, too, to || 


Mr. MOORE, (interrupting.) My friend from 


|| rules of the House will be enforced. 


Mr. JOHNSON. I have said all I desire to 

| say, and I will take my seat. {Laughter.] 
Mr. BROOKS. I rise to oppose the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Jonn- 
_son,] and I hope, if I am not strictly in order, the 
I want to 
| try an experiment to see if there is any way of 


, bringing this debate to a close. 


The proposition now before the House is to 


| transfer the terminus of the line from Liverpool to 


Trieste; and if I am in order, it will be my duty 


| only to show why the transfer should not take 
|| to make five minute speeches upon the general || 


principles and features of this bill, we will never 


lace. 

The CHAIRMAN assented. 

Mr. BROOKS. ‘Then, sir, as these steamers, 
| in order to reach Trieste, would have to pass by 


t || the Straits of Gibraltar, I propose to descant for 
in their remarks to the subject of their amend- | 


a while upon the Pillars of Hercules, then to give 


|, loose to my fancy on theclassic shores of the Med- 


ment oifered by Mr. Ewine, and it was not agreed | 
‘| membrances of Italy and of Greece. 


iterranean, and to evoke here, for the consideration 
| of the committee, the departed spirits and living re- 
It will not 


| be difficult for me to show, I am sure, that a much 
| more beautiful prospect will be presented to the 


traveler in these steamers, thus coursing in these 


|; seas by such coasts, and amid the islands that 


| The recital in this bill, and the objects stated in it, || 
| for which this appropriation is asked, differ from 
| the arguments proposed for the consideration of || 
| this House. 
| priation? 


gem these seas, than if he were to go to the cold 
/and rocky shores of England. 

Mr. FOWLER, (interrupting.) I rise to a 
question of order. {Laughter.] The gentleman’s 
remarks are out of order. - 

Mr. BROOKS. Then it will be my duty to sit 


| down, if the point of order is decided against me. 


oe tered || the amendment. 
into a contest, as a nation, with Great Britain, || 


| and we must come out of that contest victors. 


Mr. FOWLER. I insist that the Chair shall 
decide the question of order. He is not opposing 


The CHAIRMAN. So far as the gentleman 


| from New York proceeded, the Chair could not 


|| or not. 
| protect the nation, and be the admiration of all the | 


} ind || prevailed. 
that we, too, must make preparations for having 


| one of a like or similar character. 


tell whether he was in favor of the amendment, 
He was giving a beautiful illustration of 
_ what the trip would be, provided the amendment 
{ Laughter. } 

Mr. BROOKS. I am glad that I have been 


| able to proceed thus far in my speech without a 


Georgia [Mr. Jounson] will understand that it is | 


not out of any discourtes 
him, but that I feel bound to enforce the position I 


Mr. JOHNSON. 


will authorize them to go to Trieste. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not as 


decision. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair states that the 


vessels to Liverpool, it will carry it to Trieste. 
The Chair does not yet see the application. 

Mr. JOHNSON. One argument used by these 
gentlemen is, that we must prepare for war, and 
that these vessels can be converted into vessels 





Well, the tes- 
timony is, Mr. Chairman, that they are unfit for 
war purposes, except for vessels for transport, 


and if that is our purpose, march up boldly and | 


given by this amendment will carry one of these | 


to him that [ interrupt || 


{Laughter.] || 
Mr. MOORE. I did not understand the Chair’s || 


| 
| 
i 


i} 
gentleman intends to show, that his remarks are | 


|| applicable to prove that if the sum proposed to be 
equivalent, and the shipping interests of the coun- | 


successful arrest by the astute gentleman who sits 
| before me upon this point of order. 
In arguing this question, and | hope I shall not 


| be interrupted again, as I have only five minutes 
I ask the Chair if | 


allowed me, it is my purpose to show that who- 


! '| ever embarks in these steamers for Trieste, must 
I wish to make these re- | 


| marks apply to the amendment I proposed. If | 
| this sum will authorize them to go to Liverpool, it | 


pass by the Pillars of Hercules, and have on either 
| side the classic shores of the Mediterranean, all 
rich in historical renown. There is Sicily, with 
| Etna upon it, whose base is surrounded with vil- 
_lages and clothed with vineyards, and there is the 
beautiful bay of Naples, and the far-famed Vesu- 
vius, with Pompeii and Herculaneum disentombed 
| from lava at its foot. It would not be difficult to 
| show, sir, that the tourist would be more tempted 
to take, and would be more enlightened in taking, 
this trip than in coasting the English channel 
amid the rocks and fogs of England. It would 


| not be difficult to make him linger as he ascended 


the Adriatic, either at the base of the hills, near 
which is the little Republic of San Marino, or 


| 
} 
| 
| where is the sea-born Venice; but if 1 attempted 


| all this it might not be strictly in order, as it would 


| rather show ‘Liverpool’? should be struck out 
| and “ Trieste’? put in, to which | am—— 

* Mr. GOODENOW. The gentleman’s remarks 
are not in order. The gentleman from Georgia 


upon the whole nation; and to the amendment of || directly, and say that our purpose is not to trans- | 

the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr,Srevens,) || port a mail, but to build up a navy for the pur- || Trieste. It seems to me that the argument of the 
which has just been voted down, and properly, too, || poses of war. If it be for the purpose of trans- || gentleman from New York (Mr. Brooxs] was to 
because of the principle of protection contained in || porting the mail, let us transport it across the | show that it would be much more pleasant and 
it to the iron interests of Pennsylvania, the De- waters as we transport it across the land. beautiful to go to Trieste, and therefore is in favor 
mocraty presented an unbroken front of opposi- |! Mr. CARTTER. On horseback? of the proposition, when it should be againat it, 


n the prosperity of | fitted for service in times of war. 


moves to strike out the word Liverpool and insert 
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for the mover of this proposition [Mr. Jonnson] the experiment has been tried, and signally failed 


spoke in favor of it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the ar- 
ument of the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
Daocesi is upon the affirmative of the proposition, 
and not in opposition to it, and therefore not in 


order. {Laughter.] 7 ; 
Mr. KING, of New York. Is this question 
debatable? 


The CHAIRMAN, It is not. 

The question was then taken on adopting the 
amendment offered by Mr. Jounson, and it was 
not agreed to. 

Mr. MOLONY. I move to strike out thirty- 
three, and insert twenty-four. 

Mr. CARTTER. | think that amendment has 
been once offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
amendment has not yet been made. 

Mr. MOLONY. Strong appeals have been 
made to the patriotism of this House in behalf of 
the pending amepgdment 


[Cries of “Order!” “ Order!” and “ What is | 


the amendment!”’ 


Mr. TAYLOR. Will the chairman have the | 


1 


| 


i| 


| 
| 


i 
| 

' 

| | 
| 
} 
j 
j 


amendment reported? We do not understand it. | 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman proposes 
to strike out thirty-three and insert twenty-four. 


try and American capital is struggling for ascend- 
ency over British er any foreign competition— 
for America, my liveliest sympathies are always 
enlisted. But, sir, those sympathies are subordi- 
nate to my convictions of constitutional duty, 
which forbid that I should vote moneys from the 
Treasury of the nation into the pockets of a class, 
and for a stronger reason—for individual enter- 

rises. We have been told here, that President 
Polk recommended, and the Democrats of that 
Congress unanimously voted for an appropriation 
to this line. What were the objects contemplated 


in that recommendation, and the reasons which in- | 


duced the Democracy to adopt his recommenda- 


tion? Was it not for the purpose of increasing | 
our naval steam§marine? Also-for the purpose of | 
effecting the transportation of our transatlantic | 
mail, in the most economical way?. Was not, sir, | 


President Polk and the Democrats in Congress at 
that time made to believe that this mail arrangement 
with the * Collins line ’’ would not only be the 


most economical, but that in a short time it would | 


be self-supporting; in other words, sustained by 


ostage alone, without one dollar’s expense to the | 


reasury? Such, Mr. Chairman, were President 


Polk’s reasons for that recommendation, and | 


which justified it. But, sir, have these constitu- 


tional and proper objects been realized, and have | 


we now any reason to expect them? 
Sir, the concurrent testimoney of all naval 
architects, and naval commanders, whose testi- 


mony is before us, establish one fact beyond a | 
doubt, and that is, that these steamers are not fit | 


for war purposes. Commodore Perry, who is a 
friend of the line, and who is before us as a wit- 
ness for the line, admits that they are not fitted 
for naval conflict with ships-of-the-line, but that 


| to enable an American to beat a 


through these steamers; nerther is the naval arm 
of our defense strengthened, or our mails (vans- 
orted economically; and the only object which has 
een urged that remains for this appropriniion is, 
ritish steamer 
in @ boat race ! 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


a 


Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania. I am opposed |; 


to the amendment, and call for a vote on it. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, moved an 
amendment pro forma, and addressed the commit- 
tee five minutes upon it. [The remarks will be 
found embodied in his first speech upon the same 
subject, in a preceding column of this day’s pro- 
ceedings. } 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 
two ideas which have been presented in this dis- 
cussion to which I wish to reply in the few mo- 
ments allowed me by the rules under which we 
are discussing. One of them was alluded to by 
the gentleman from Perinsylvania, who has just 
taken his seat, and it is, that these steamers are 
unfit for war purposes, because they are side- 
wheel steamers. The gentieman seems to have 
the idea that in future times the new element of 


| steam in operation, and with all the péwer which 
Mr. MOLONY. Wherever American indus- || 


| 
1] 
i 
i} 
| 
{| 


| 
| 


| would be no injury done. 


| 


| 





they could only be useful in keeping up a guer- | 


rilla warfare upon the commercial marine of the 


enemy, and first-rate for running away from an en- | 


emy when danger should be imminent! 
that they would be useful: for the transportation 


He thinks | 


of men and the munitions of war, and for the con- | 
voy of our Navy, a service, all of which our com- | 


mercial marine would be competent and ready to 


render when the exigency shall arise. The in- | 


crease of our steam naval marine is not accom- 
a then, as contemplated by President Polk. 
s the postal arrangement an economical one, as it 


was expected to be, or is the tax upon the Treas- | 


ury for the transportation of the mail growing 


less and less, and rapidly orpoeannees the point of | 


self-support, without any aid from the Treasury ? 


After the ‘ line’’ has been in operation two years, | 


the company are begging us to give them ,000 
more for carrying the mail per annum than their 


contract entitles them to, and $598,000 per year | 


more than a responsible bidder offers to take it for. 
Disguise the matter as gentlemen may, and can, 
this amendment of the Senate does not contem- 
plate the increase of our Navy—nor does it the 
economical transportation of the mail. Such were 
President Polk’s hopes and expectations, when the 
combination of war and commercial purposes in 
the same vessel was an untried experiment; but, sir, 


i 
' 


; 
} 
| 
' 





it gives vessels, will be applied for the purpose of | 


| going out on the ocean, and standing side by side, 


to fire at each other, as was the fashion in former 
days when we sent out these old hulks of the line- 
of-battle ships and frigates to do that sort of thing. 
That will not be the case in future wars; but if it 
were, a side-wheel steamer is not so vulnerable as 
the gentleman seems to imagine. Unless a shot 
strikes the shaft fair, full, and perpendicular, there 
You might shoot one 
hundred shots through the wheel, and knock off a 
few of the paddles, but in all probability the speed 
of the ship would be increased in consequence; be- 
cause the error heretofore has been that we have 
had too many instead of too few paddles. The 
shaft could not be struck perpendicular, once in a 
million of shots. Besides, sir, the old system of 
fighting with thirty-two or forty-four pounders 
has been or will be entirely superseded, and the 
mode of contest will be with shells weighing from 
sixty-fourto one hundred and thirty-two pounds, 
from eight to eleven inches indiameter. ‘T'o plant 


one of these shells in the proper place, at the water- || 


line, going into the hold of a vessel will destroy 
it. 

Now, sir, so far as the vulnerability of the ma- 
chinery is concerned, an idea which has been pre- 


.sented by some one in the discussions here, the 


experiments at our navy-yard have shown that a 
very simple coal bunker, some four or five feet 
in width, filled with coal, will arrest the force 
of a sixty-four pounder, and render it perfectly 
harmless. One of the shells fell into that coal- 
bunker, passing through the side of the vessel 
into the coal, exploded there without even setting 


There are || 


Ne} 


to strike out ** 33,000,"’ and in lieu thereof insert 
** 92.200,” and it was disagreed to. 

{Cries of ** Question!”’ “ Question !"*} 

The CHAIRMAN, The question recurs op 
the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. Sternens.]} 

Mr. ORR demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered. 

Mr. MEADE here made’some statement in re- 
gard to the receipts and expenditures of the Col- 
| lins line, to show that there was no necessity for 
| an increase of appropriation to sustain that line. 

Mr. FOWLER. I am opposed to the amend- 

; ment,®as I am to the further consumption of time 

on shis subject, and therefore call for the ques- 
uuon. 

Mr. MEADE. I think this is an important 
amendment. lam thoroughly convinced, in m 
own mind, eleven per cent. profit is amply sufie 
cient, and therefore demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Srawron, of 
Tennessee, and Henparicks were appointed. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Means, to strike out ** 33,000,"’ and in 
lieu thereof to insert ** ¢26,000.”’ and it was not 
agreed to; the tellers having reported—ayes 47, 
noes 74. 

Mr. SAVAGE. 
the following: 





[ move to amend by adding 


And that the additional allowance given by this act 
shali terminate on the Ist day of December, 1854. 


[t is not my purpose on this occasion to urge 
any serious objection against the additional com- 
pensation proposed to be given by this bill. I shall 

| be content to limit it to that which the bill itself 
seems to propose—a protection for a short time. 
| am-one of those who doubt the policy of 
establishing this line of steamers—but I waive 
that point. Iam not convinced that they require 
the aid that they are now asking of us, or if they 
do require it, that it is not the result of want of 
economy on the part of the managers. I believe 
this project will prove one of the most profitable 
speculations that could possibly be entered into by 
iia contractors, and will sustain itself and af- 
ford ample remuneration to its owners. If the 
| company needs protection, it is only for a short 
time, as the profits which are necessarily attached 
to the business will soon be sufficient to sustain it. 
But if this compensation is given in the form pro- 
posed by the bill, it is given forever, and will bea 
perpetual tax upon the Treasury. . 
I have no doubt but that the stock in the Collins 
line will, in a short time, be the most valuable in 
the country, and the object I have in view by 
the amendment, is to provide that this extra com- 
pensation shall cease in two years from this time. 
it is alleged that this line is in great pecuniary 
difficulty—and | admit that I nay be mistaken in 
regard to their immediate necessities—but if we 
are to give money to every company that asks for 
it, and which may come with some show of jus- 


fire to the bituminous coal. So the machinery of tice to demand it at our hands, we shall not have 


| these steamers will be entirely shielded by ordi- | 


nary coal bunkers, with the exception of the shaft | 
of the wheel, which may or may not be struck; 
so that, sir, it is not by any means settled that 
the propellers, which never can attain as high a 
speed as side-wheel steamers, are superior even 
for many purposes of war to the side-wheel steam- 
ers. 

Another idea has b2en presented by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srevens}—if not 
by him, at least by some other gentleman this 
morning, that costly furniture and other costly ar- | 
rangements about these ships have swollen the | 


a dollar in the Treasury in a very short time, 
A great noise is made about patriotism, which 
I do not understand as being involved in the iseue, 
{ remember that a few months since, we were lec- 
tured upon patriotism and the rights of “ down- 
trodden humanity throughout the world.”” Some 
of us were then abused because we could not bow 
| to the prevailing spirit of Kossuthism which swept 
over the country, and by the very men who are 
to-day lecturing us for standing up for the T'reas- 
ury against this line of steamers. 
According to this new creed, patriotism consists 
}in a lavish expenditure of the public money to 


costs, and therefore increased the expenditure || build up this line of steamers in rivalry to Great 
very largely. Now, I have information which I || Britain. Why do not gentlemen go further, and 


|| believe to be entirely correct, that the gilding and || sect out the principle—rival her House of Lords, 
the mahogany and maple pannels, stained glass and || her la 


ws of primogeniture, her national! debt, her 


everything about any one of these vessels—that | Immense ably rid standing army? The argu- 


is merely put there for ornament—did not amount 
to $8,000 or $10,000 for each vessel, and that upon ‘ 
a sum of about $700,000. Of $3,000,000, $8,000 | 


or $10,000 to each vessel, amounts toa very small | 
$19, 7 y || reward, has been engaged in a contest of speed 


item, and does not, to any considerable extent, 


| ment is simply ridiculous. There would be as 
| much patriotism and rivalry of Great Britain in 
ssing a bill in favor of Jackson, the American 
eer, who, like the Collins line, for a pecuniary 


the swiftest of their runners. 


swell the expenditure. As to amapagne, I can || with Her Majesty’s subjects, and triumphed over 
e 


only say when | went on board th 


e got—— 
ar the hammer fell. } 


Itic, the 


| [Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. FOWLER. I have not heard a single 


Mir. STEVENS demanded tellers upon his || amendment which I would be willing to adopt, I 


amendment; which were not ordered. 


|| desire to oppose this among the rest, and call for 


The question was then taken on the amendment |; the question. 
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The question was then taken on Mr. Savace’s 
amendment, and it was disagreed to. 

Mr. McMULLIN. The hammer fell on yes- 
terdauy when I was in the midst of a sentence. I 
desire now to close that sentence, and cali the at- 
tention of the Tlouse 

Cries of “Order!” “ Order!’ “ Order!’?} 


eee 


The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from | would it not be a rejection of that provision? The 


Virginia [Mr. McMvtutx]} propose an amend- | 


ment? 

Mr. McMULLIN.” 
** £33,000,” and insert **$19,100.”’ 

i desire to address myself particularly to Dem- 
ocratic gentlenien upon this side of the Jaf. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I rise to a 
question of order. My point of order is, that it 


I move to strike out | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 
‘on Mr. Savage's || gentleman’s motion to strike out, and his motion || 
\1s carried, and the clause stricken out, why, the 


| Whole to strike out the enacting clause of the bill, || this is not in order on the amendment submitted 


whole thing is ended. 


an amendment to the Senate amendment. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


GLOBE. 


l ask, if the mo- i 


tion which the gentleman from Georgia makes to | 


strike it out, can be put? If you strike it out, | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
have no authority to reject a proposition referred 
to it. You have no right in Committee of the 


if the original bill is before you. 


| tion to strike out anything ? 


is not in order to move to amend my amendment. || 
The only rere pending before the House is to || 
t 


concur with the amendment of the Senate to our 


bill. Imove to amend the Senate amendment by 


striking out certain words. 
ment in the second degree. The amendment of 
the Senate is an amendment in the first degree. 


mine is an amendment in the third decree. 


the Manual: 

The Clerk then read the rule, as follows: 

**A motion to amend an amendment from the other 
House takes precedence of a motion to agree or disagree. 


A bill originating in one House is passed by the other with 
an amendment. 


the second, and not the thirddegree. For, as tothe amend- 


ing House, the first amendment with which they passed | 
the bili, is a part of its text; it is the only text they have | 
The amendment to that text by the originating 


agreed fo. 
House, therefore. is only in the first degree, and the amend- 


ment to that again by the amending House is only in the |} 


second, to wit: an amendment to an amendment, and so 


admissible. Just so, when, on a bill from the originating | 


House, the other, at its second reading, makes un amend- 
ment; on the third reading, this amendment is become the 
text of the bill; and if an amendment to it be moved, an 
amendment to that amendment may also be moved, as being 
ouly in the second degree.”’ 


The CHAIRMAN, The Chair feels con- | 
strained to overrule-the question of order raised |, 
by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Srepnens,} | 
and decide the amendment, such as is proposed | 


now to the clause proposed to be stricken out, to 
be in order. 


Mr. STEPHENS. Does the Chair think that | 
it is in order to amend an amendment in the sec- 


ond degree? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not con- 
ceive that question to be involved in the point 
raised, 
to decide that the question of the gentleman from 
Georgia was well taken. 


not an amendment to the amendment. The gen- 


tleman will recollect that the Chair has not put the | 


The originating House agrees to their | 
amendment with an amendment. The other may agree to | 
their amendment with an amendment—that being only in |! 


If it were, the Chair would not hesitate || 


The Chair thinks it is 





That is an amend- |} 
{| captious. 
My motion to amend that is an amendment in the | 
second degree; and now any motion to amend | 
Leall | 
for the reading of the rule, on the 159th page in 


| the Chair thought was in order. 
| tertains some doubt now whether it was in order, || 
| but is inclined to think it was—at all events, that 


Mr. STEPHENS. How can you put a ques- 
If { cannot strike out 
six lines, how can | strike out a word ? 
fectly competent to amend by striking out one | 
word, or any number of words. 

Mr. CABELL. I rise to a question of order. | 
The Chair has decided the question, and there 
has been no appeal taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would not be 
He has made his decision. 
will state in reply to the gentleman from Tennes- 


entire Senate amendment, the Chair would think 
that to be out of order; but an amendment to 
strike out a portion of the Senate’s amendment, 
The Chair en- | 


question is not before us. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I understand | 


| the Chairman to state that the House bill is the ‘| men to read it for themselves. 


original text. I want to raise this point with the 
Chair: Suppose a bill goes from this House to the 


| Senate, and comes back here with an amendment, 


| ate amendment. . 
| 


why, then, the original bill is beyond the reach 
of the House; the House can make no amend- 
ment in the original bill, but must act on the Sen- 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct 


| jn that. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Then, sir, the Senate amend- || ment, yesterday, to tell the House and the coun- 


| the rule which 


July 10 


| Democratic party declare in their platform, that 
| Justice and sound policy forbid the general Gov- 


If it fails, we stand with | ernment to fortify one branch of industry 


Loud cries of ‘* Order!” 
_ Mr.GOODENOW. Linsist that the gentleman 
is out of order, and I ask for the enforcement of 
rovides that if a member is deci- 


_ ded to be out of order he shall take his seat. 


| by the gentleman from Virginia. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already 
decided that an argument to. prove that Congress 
has no power to make such an appropriation as 


But if the gen- 


| tleman wishes to argue the policy of making the 
| appropriation provided for in the Senate amend- 


It is per- || 


| stitutional 


ment, it is in order. 
Mr. McM ULLIN. I have not raised the con- 
uestion. I desire to show that the 


amendment I have submitted ought to be adopted 


| because it is Jess partial in its character than the 


|| Senateamendment. 


é | ment is partial legislation; that it confers special 
The Chair | 


I hold that the Senate amend- 


favors upon a few individuals—Collins & Co.— 


state gen | to the detriment of a large majority of the Amer- 
see, if this had been a motion to strike out the | 


ican people. Is there a gentleman on this floor 
who will deny that proposition? Is not legisla- 


| tion of this kind sectional and partial? There can 


| 


} 


i} 


ment being the original proposition, an amend- 
ment to an amendment to the Senate amendment 
is only in the second degree, and is plainly in | 
order, according to the Manual. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct 
in saying that the House cannot amend the origi- 


| nal bill; but he is incorrect in supposing that the 


question in that form, at any time, to the commit- || 
tee, as he considered that the motion made by the |, 


gentleman from Georgia was suspended during | 
the time the committee were engaged in amending | 


the clause proposed to be stricken out. Each 
amendment hee been stated to be an amendment 
to the Senate amendment in the second degree. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I think the Chair is wrong, 
but I will not take an appeal. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
if | understand the proposition. I understand the 
original proposition is an amendment from the 
Senate to the House bill. I understand that the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Steruens] moves 
to amend the original proposition, which is the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill; and his 
amendnrent, therefore, is an amendment in the 
second degree, and he is clearly in order. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Jonmyson] is entirely wrong. The 
original proposition is not the Senate’s amend- 
ment, Our text is the original bill, and the Sen- 


ate’s amendment is an amendment in the first de- 


zree as tous. My amendment is an amendment 
in the second degree as to us. There can be no 
question about that. 


The CHAIRMAN. That is the view which |! 


the Chair takesofit. But suppose an amendment 
is made to the clause here, and adopted. That is 
an amendment to the Senate amendment, and is 
as far as we can go upon that amendment. You 
cannot entertain a motion to amend that amend- 
ment. Suppose the question is taken upon the 


I wish to see 





Senate amendment is our text. Our text is the | 
original bill. ‘The Senate amend that, and wecan- | 


| 


| those questions. 


not entertain an amendment to an amendment to || 


the Senate amendment. 

Mr. CARTTER. 
there is any question of order now before the 
committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is not. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I donot think 
we shall ever end this debate in any other way, 


and, therefore, | take an appeal from the decision || 


of the Chair, and I ask for tellers on the appeal. 
Tellers were not ordered. 
The question was then put, ‘* Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- | 


| tee?’’ and it was decided in the affirmative. 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


Mr. McMULLIN, (resuming.) I will endeavor '| It is not true. 


to bring myself within the rules of order, and ad- | 
dress myself to both sidesof the House. I desire 


| to call the particular attention of this committee 


/and of the country to the 


|| order. 


platform adopted the | 

other day by the Democratic party in their Con- | 

vention at Baltimore. 
Mr. GOODENOW. 


I call the gentleman to | 
The Democratic platform has nothing to | 
| do with this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
_ginia must confine his remarks to the amendment 
| which he has submitted. 


Mr. MeMULLIN. I will show the gentleman 
that my remarks are pertinent. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair willsay to the 
gentleman from Virginia that an argument to prove | 


| that the Senate amendment is unconstitutional is | 
| not in order. 


|| guments to prove that the amendment is just. 1 


\ 


| 


Mr. McMULLIN. I am going to advance ar- 
do not mean, as I said yesterday, to discuss the 
constitutional question. I am going to discuss the 
ropriety and expediency of the amendment which | 
have offered, and the inexpediency of the Senate | 
amendment, as it comes to this House. Bir, the | 





|| woul 
| here all day doing nothing. 





|| be no doubt about it. 


Sir, the gentlemen belonging to the Democratic 


| party who support this appropriation, have read 
|| themselves out of the Democratic church, if the 
\| platform as laid down at Baltimore is to be relied 


on. I have not time to read it, but I beg gentle- 
Sir, if this House 
has the power, and shall exercise that power, of 
passing this amendment of the Senate for the ben- 
efit of Collins& Co., you will be called upon next, 
perhaps by my colleague from the Accomac dis- 
trict, [Mr. a to make appropriation for the 
benefit of a line of steamers from Norfolk, and 
rhaps next for lines of steamers from Boston, 
ew Orleans, and from every port in the Union. 

Mr. Chairman, I asked the friends of this amend- 


try whether or not, when this company first under- 
took this contract, they were not $1,000,000 in 
debt, and whether they are not giving exorbitant 
and extravagant salaries to their officers—as high 
as $6,000 per annum? They have not answered 
I now desire to know one or 
two more facts in reference to the company. It 
has been said by Madame Rumor, that foreign 
a gras have invested capital in this company. 

e hear a great deal about patriotism, and about 


|| protecting the interests of our country. Sir, I 
E would like to inquire if || 


claim to be as much an American as any gentleman 
here. I claim, too, to be as pure a patriot as any 
of the gentlemen who choose to vote for this un- 
just and iniquitous appropriation. But I ask the 
committee to pause before they sanction by their 
votes this unjust system of legislation. Sir, if 
rumor is to be believed, foreign capitalists hold 


|| stock in this Collins line, and [ have also under- 
stood, from rumor, that the same foreign capital- 


ists hold stock-in the Cunard line. Is that true? 

Is it possible that there can be any truth in that re- 
ort? 

: Mr.CARTTER. I willanswer the gentleman. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I ask the American Con- 
gress to appoint a committee to investigate these 
matters before they pass this appropriation. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

[Several cries of ‘* Question !’’] 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it is evident that the 
committee is tired of this boy-play, and I move 
that the committee rise. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I am tired of 
sitting here hearing these speeches. I think it 

d be better to adjourn at once thah to stay 
I call for tellers on 
the motion of the. gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. SrerHens, 
of Georgia, and Venasie were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the negative—ayes 34, noes 89. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The question recurred upon the amendment pro- 
osed by Mr. MeMvuuimw. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. Has there been 
any speech made in opposition to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Virginia? 

The CHAIRMAN. There has not. 
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Mr. HOUSTON. Did not the gentleman from 
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Pennsylvania [Mr. A.tison] make a speech. 

The CHAIRMAN, He did not; he merely 
submitted a motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. There has been a great 
deal said upon this subject, and gentlemen seem 
to be getting very tired of it. I apprehend there 
is time enough to get this money; it is not ex- 
pected that it will go out by the next mail how- 
ever. Ihave been somewhat amused at the dif- 
ferent reasons which different gentleman have 
assigned for their support of this amendment. 

Mr. GOODENOW. I submit to the Chair that 
the gentleman is not in order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the | 
remarks which the gentleman has made so far are | 


not in order. 


Mr. GOODENOW. Then I hope the Chair 


will enforce the rule... 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It would be difficult to tell 
what would be in order here, to suit the gentlemen 
on the other side of the House. 

Mr. GOODENOW. ‘* The gentlemen on the 
other side of the House’’ are willing to take the 
vote. That is what would suit them. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I can tell the gentlemen on | 


the other side that I am opposed to this grant of 
money. Is that in order? 

The CHAIRMAN, 
in order in opposition to this amendment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask to have the amend- 
ment read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the 
amendment. It is to strike out $33,000 and insert 
$19,100. The argument which the Chair decided 
would be in order in support of this amendment‘ 
was to show that the Senate amendment ought 
not to prevail; that there ought not to be any ap- 
propriation; but if any, aless one than the amount 
proposed by the amendment of the Senate. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, Well, sir, | am opposed | 


to the amendment. I am opposed to giving the 
Collins line $100 in addition to the $19,000. I 
apprehend that I havea right to give my reasons 


The Chair thinks it is not | 


| the last thirty years, and has long since lost all its | 


terror with the American freemen, if it ever had 
any. 


,, ‘Lhe gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cuanp- | 


| LER] went into a long argument for the purpose of 
showing that it would reduce the price of freight 
from England to this country. 


question. If, then, this appropriation of money 
will reduce the price of freight of that article to 
this country, and bring it here cheaper, | would 
ask him if he expects to benefit the interest of 
which he ig the peculiar representative in this 
House by advocating a policy that will decrease 
the price of the staple of his own State? But, sir, 
it is a strange thing to me that here are a few indi- 
viduals who can come into this House and ask 
for a protection of this character when the voice 
of ten millions of people in the valley of the Mis- 
sissippi, proclaiming the nationality of the great 


|| Father of Waters, and asking for 4 om ant § 
i 


small appropriation to remove the difficulties whic 
the interior commerce of that vast region gf coun- 
| try are compelled to encounter, and they are not 


heard, and if heard, are not listened to, but are | 


met at the threshold by the objection that there is 
no power in the Constitution to authorize an ap- 
propriation for any such purpose. The great 
Fat er of Waters is not national, but E. K. Col- 
| lins & Co. are very national. 
| I tell you, sir, that if this amendment is per- 


| mitted to prevail, the old protection party of this | 


| country will have achieved a victory, the influence 
of which will not end with the Collins line of 
steamers, but will be the entering wedge to a still 
greater and more stupendous scheme of protec- 
tion and monopoly, which then we can resist not. 


I for one, sir, say, if we must have a protective | 


policy, let it be one that will be diffusive in its 


operation, reaching whole classes, instead of this | 
local, individual protection, the most odious and 


| objectionable shape in which it was ever presented 


Now, [ under- | 
|, stand that gentleman to be the head and front of | 
the increase of duties on iron in which his State | 
seems more interested than it is in any other | 


, what other matters are put upon it, 


making a contract of this kind. And now, sir, 
while they are asking for this — for 
the mail service, as they say, we have responsi- 
ble bidders before that committee—and a bit to 
can? it into effect was reported by my colleague 
on the committee [Mr. Grer] the other day—for 
transporting the mail from Jersey City to Galway, 
Treland, at the sum of $10,000 ‘hes round trip. [If 
there are offers to carry this mail for $10,000 the 
round trip, why is it necessary for the mail ser- 
vice of the country to give E. K. Collins & Co. 
$33,000 for the same service? 

If gentlemen wish to give this as a bonus to E. 
K. Collins & Co. for beating the British, let 
them say so, and not do it under the pretense that 
it is necessary for the mail service of the country, 
for it is not. 

1 say you have responsible bids for carrying 
this mail for $10,000 the round trip, and they do 
not even ask that. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, (interrupting.) 
I wish to ask one question right here. Whether 
they are war steamers or not? 

Mr. OLDS. That is the very question. Tam 
arguing that this appropriation is not necessary for 
the mail service of the country. I do not care 
If it isfora 
protection to E. K. Collins & Co., call it protee- 
tion. Call things by their right names, and yote 
for things by their right names, and not vote for 


| appropriatigns for post office services, totheamount 


of $33,000 a trip, when you have responsible bids 
to do that service for $10,000 a trip. And I say 
they do not ask even that. They only ask, that 
the Postmaster General may advertise for pro- 
posals, and make the contract at a sum not exceed- 
ing $10,000, and letting competition go below that 


/ sum. 


Now, sir, gentlemen here say it is necessary for 
the mail service of the country to let them give 
E. K. Collins & Co., $33,000 per trip. I deny it. 
The mail service requires no such appropriation. 
And gentlemen may as well understand, at once, 
that they are voting nearly a million of dollars to 
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protect E. K. Collins & Co. against the competi- 
tion of American citizens, for the carrying trade 
between this country and Europe. 
Mr. WASHBURN. And I take issue with the 
gentleman, and maintain that it is for the mail ser- 
' vice of the country that this amount is required, 
and that it is indispensable, if we are to keep up 
this international mail service, that it should be 
granted. If we are to have the mails carried be- 


| before. Weare told that we must emulate the 

| example of Great Britain in this particular, and | 
| thus justify a departure from the settled and fixed |, 
\| policy of the Government. Sir, 1 have always | 
| been taught that the extravagance and consequent 
|| public debt of Great Britain afforded us an example | 
1 not to be followed, but to be shunned, and from |! 
|| which we have derived the most salutary lessons 
of economy. 


for that opposition, if 1 desire to do it. 

Mr. FOWLER. 1 raise a question of order on 
that point. The proposition is to strike out 
$33,000, and insert $19,100; the gentleman must 
argue against striking out $33,000 and inserting 
$19,100. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided, 
again and again, that the only argument in order 
is an argument in favor of the Senate amend- 


ious tween this country and England, by our own lines 
: ; || J am accustomed to this cry about “ British in- || as the gentleman’s proposition implies, we must 
ane CAMPBELL. What does the Chair de- || terest.”” The Democratic tariff of 1846 was, ac- || make such provision as will secure the establish- 


| cording to the .@merican ideas of these same gen- 


ment of a line or lines that will carry them. 
|| tlemen, a ‘* British tariff.’ But 1 can assure them | 


And 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 


the only argument which can be made in opposi- 
tion to this amendment, is one to show that the 
Senate amendment ought to be adopted, and that 
this amendment to it ought not to be agreed to. 


| it has no terrors for me; and if oo to this | 
|| proposed gift to be taken out of t 


e public Treas- 
ury—if opposition to this special protection will, 
in the estimation of its friends, array me against 


| how can you accomplish that? How can you 


obtain the carrying of any just portion of the mails 
between New York and Liverpool? Simply by 
having a line established that will carry the mails 
quicker and more regularly than any other line 


"Se = 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, sir, I cannot make 
a speech upon that side of the question. [Laugh- 


a 
he question was then taken on Mr. McMut- || 
tin’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. } 


| the bestinterests of my country, then, sir, my vote | 
|| shall be recorded on the British side of the ques- || 
|| tion. 
{Here the hammer fell.]} 
The question was then taken on the motion of 


can, or does, or at least as quick and regularly as 
any other. If we establish a mail line we want a 
good line, the best, the quickest, and the most 
regular, and certain, that can be placed upon the 
route,and we must have it; and in order to accom- 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. I move to 
amend the amendment striking out $33,000, 
and inserting $19,150. 
will not interrupt me. I have not troubled them 
in their speeches upon this subject. 

In listening to th: 
days—and [ have been highly gratified, too—I 
have been rather amused at the ii 
which different gentlemen have assigned why they 
support this amendment of the Senate. “Some 


gentlemen doit under one provision of the Con- | 
stitution, and some gentlemen do it under another | 


I am astonished | 


provision of the Constitution. 
that they have not come out openly and inde- 


: i =] 
Now, I hope gentlemen || - Mr. OLDS. 


is discussion for two or three | 


fferent reasons | 


| Mr. Campseut, and it was not agreed to. 


all down to the word ** provided,’’ and insert— 


usual time for the transportation of the mail between New 
York and Liverpool, in semi-monthly trips, and that he 
| award the contract to the lowest responsible bidder, said 
bidder to be an American citizen. 

I desire, sir, that when gentlemen vote for this 
amendment for the Collins line, that they do not 
vote for it supposing it to be necessary for the 
mail service of the United States. 

I am opposed to this special contract system— 


I move to amend by striking out |; 


That the Postmaster General, with the assent of E. K. | 
Collins & Co., advertise in the usual manner and at the | 


plish it, this contract with Collins & Co. is, I think, 
necessary. You must pay this amount, or an 
amount equivalent, to them or to somebody else, 
and, inasmuch as it is to be paid to somebody, 
why not as well to EZ. K. Collins as to any other 
company ? 

I am satisfied that the mail cannot be carried for 
the present rate of compensation. The value of 
the stock of that line in the market, settles this 
conclusively and incontestably to my mind. So 
to have.the mails carried , it requires a greater com- 
pensation than we are now paying. Shall we in- 
crease it, in order to have the mail service con- 
tinued? That a line of this description should be 


pendently, and taken the true ground—and that || this — a contract for transporting the mails || successful, we must have speed, and in order to 
ground, in my judgment, is simply this, that the || for a peroid of ten years at a certain sum. Why, |! obtain the speed necessary, there must be size. 

ollins company want this amount of money. _|| sir, what has been the effect of that system? You || Size is a great element in this question of speed. 

But the most miserable pretense of all which I || made a contract for transporting the mail from || We must have large ships, and the machinery of 
have heard set up as a reason why this donation || New York to San Francisco for a period of ten || those skips must be of the bestand most improved 
should be made 1s, that our power and glory as a || years. i character. Size and expense are the conditions of 
nation hang upon the result. This has been re- Mr. McCORKLE. To Oregon. || speed and success in an enterprise of this character. 
peated, echoed and reéchoed, ad nauseam. Its|| Mr. OLDS. Yes, to Oregon, and now, sir, | he whole establishment must be a costly one, if 
supporters have made it a test of patriotism, and all || although only two years of that time has expired, |! it is to be successful. It is not the expense of 
those who are unwilling to admit that E. K. Col- || we have before the Committee on the Post Office || fitting up its saloons, the cost of carpets, mirrors, 
lins & Co. are the nation, are set down asenemies | and Post Roads, offers for transporting that mail || sofas, and the like, that constitute any great por- 
of the country, and as pandering to British inter- || at a saving of half a million of dollars annually to |! tion of the cost of one of these steamers. This 
ests and to British power. Why, sir, this hag || this Government. That, sir, shows the folly of || kind of expenditure is an infinitely small portion 








PR SGD yee «> 


ae a PS 


ie? 


oe SF OrtenuaeRt io 







pce 


A A NET ND MERC ATE I NR ER ENE OEM 


Laawetss, Dalia 


\ aw 


my) 


IY Wk ee 


1734 





of the whole cost of one of these ships. Thegreat 
cost is in the size, and in the superiority of the 
workmanship and machinery, which you must 
have, or the whole enterprise will be a dead failure. 
With the aid now solicited, every dollar of which, 
and more too, will. be returned, to be continued 
only so long as till we shall have broken up the 
British monopoly and secured fair play, this line 
can compete with any other line, And, sir, do 
you want to see this line, which is the glory of 
our country, and of whose triumphs every Amer- 
ican is justly proud, swept from the ocean now, 
by withholding the amount necessary to keep it 
up? I am opposed to the policy involved in the 
gentleman’s amendment. His experiment would 
be a total failure, and would cover us with morti- 
fication. Our noble ships—the fleetest and the 
safest in the world—are to be abandoned for a 
contract with the lowest bidder: Does any one 
believe that such a contract would bring us ships 
that would successfully compete with the British 


line?—that would succeed in performing the mail | 


service that would be expected to be performed? 
Certainly not, for the simple reason that the speed 
and regularity of that line cannot be obtained at an 
actual expense less than what you now propose to 
pay. 
owest-bidder line would fail, because it could not 
helpit. Ifthe proprietors of such line should make 
expenditures not warranted by the contracts with 


the Government, and place ships upon the route 


equal or superior to the Collins ships, they would 
be driven, inevitably, to ask for increased com- 
pensation, or would be driven from the seas, as 

ou now propose to drive Collins. Doesany man 
folisee, or pretend to say, that the mail service 
between America and Great Britain can be per- 
formed at the present time, and under existing cir- 
cumstances, as well as it is performed by the pres- 
ent line, for less money than we are asked to pay 
that? Certainly not. Then why talk about new 
contracts? Either maintain the present line or 
have nothing to dojwith any. 

Here the hammer fel!] 


ir. SWEETSER demanded tellers upon the | 
amendment; which were ordered; and Messrs. | 


Cuanpbcer and Oxps were appointed. 


The question was then taken on the amendment | 
of Mr. Oxps, and it was disagreed to; the tellers 


having reported—ayes 72, noes 75. 

Mr. MEADE made some remarks, in continu- 
ation of those previously made, with the view to 
show that the Francial condition of the Collins 
line was such that no increase of appropriation 
was necessary. 


Mr. DEAN. Iam opposed to the amendment 


of the gentleman from Virginia, from the simple | 


reason that two committees, one of this House, 


the Ways and Means, and the Post Office Com- | 


mittee of the Senate, who have had ample oppor- 


tunities to acquire all the necessary information, | 
and who have thoroughly examined the whole | 


subject, have reported to us the amount contained 


in the Senate’s amendment as nerery to carry | 


ommittee | 
on Finance, in the Senate, have also made a simi- | 
| 


on this enterprise. A majority of the 
lar report, 

Mr. MEADE. Iam relying on that report by 
which I can prove what I have said. 

Mr. DEAN. lLask whether we are to act dif- 


ferently upon this subject from what we do upon | 
all others, or whether we are to rely upon the re- 


ort of those men who have had all the means of 
information within their reach, and who, after a 
full investigation, say this amount of money is 
sufficient—barely sufficient; that this company, in 
endeavoring faithfully to execute their contract, 
have already lost about $500,000? Or whether we 


are to take our own opinions, without having the | 


necessary facts to attain a proper result on which 
to found our opinions? I do not wish to detain 
the committee, and [ hope that the friends of the en- 
terprise will cease to occupy the time of the com- 
mittee, and come to a direct vote on the propo- 
sition, whether.the Senate’s amendment shall pass 
or not. I trust, also, that no factious opposition 
will be offered by the opponents of the measure; 
but that we shall be permitted to vote upon the 
amendment, and ascertain whether there is or is 
not a majority of the House in its favor. 

Mr. MEADE demanded tellers upon his amend- 
ment; which were ordered; and Messrs. Camp- 
BELL, of Ohio, and Hrsparp were appointed. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 





Experience has taught this. And your now | 
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ment of Mr. Meane, and it was disagreed to— || tured to express any other opinion tha 


the tellers having reported ayes 52, noes 73. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE moved that the commit- 
tee rise; which motion was disagreed to. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr.Srepuens, of Georgia, to strike out the clause 
with regard to the Collins line, and it was dis- 

reed to. 

Mr. ORR. I offer, as a substitute for the entire 
clause, the following: 


That there shall be allowed the Collins line of steam- | 
ers, for transporting the mails between the ports of New | 
York and Liverpool, for making twenty-six trips perannumn, | 
at such times as the Postmaster General may direct, the | 


whole amountof postages received on mails carried by said 
steamers to which the Post Office Department is entitled to 


receive under our postal treaty with Great Britain: Pro- | 


vided, That the same shall be in lieu of the compensation 
now paid the Collins line of steamers under an existing con- 
tract: nd, provided further, That the owners of the said 
Collins line shall consent to the arrangement herein pro- 
vided. 


I think this system of the Government entering | 
into partnership with individuals in the construc- | 
tion and ownership of steamers for war purposes, 


under pretense that they were to be used for mai 
transports in time of peace, was wrong originally, 
and if | had been a member I should have voted 
against it in the first instance. I find, however, 
that system fastened upon us so far as this Collins 
line is concerned, by acontract which I am willing 
faith. They were to make, originally, twenty 
to the Postmaster General, they were permitted to 
increase the trips to twenty-six. is gi 
a pretext for coming here and asking additional 
compensation; and to carry out the original con- 
tract in a spirit of generosity to them, | proposed 


six increased trips, that being the sum paid for 
each of the twenty trips as the first contract stip- 
ulated. The friends of the line, however, declined 


decided majority. That vote indicated on their 
part an unmistakable purpose to change the ori- 
inal contract entered into by the Government. 
Well, sir, if this is to be the policy—if the ori- 


Collins and his associates, then the faith of the 
Government no longer stands pledged to them, 
and in entering into a new contract, this Govern- 
ment should so construct it as to prevent it be- 
coming so heavy a charge upon the Treasury. I 
insist this Congress shall make now a better ar- 
rangement than the previous one, and for one 1 
am utterly opposed to placing any obstacles what- 
ever in the way of Collins renouncing or aban- 
doning the original contract. 

The new contract I now offer Collins is found 
in the amendment. 
the whole proceeds of the postage on the mails car- 
ried by them between New York and Liverpool, 
which is a more liberal allowance than most mail 
contractors receive from the Post Office Depart- 
ment, and my proposition not recognizing their 


vessels as war steamers allows them the privilege | 
of carrying the mails in any description of vessels | 


they may choose. I suppose it is almost idle to 
assume, with any degree of seriousness upon this 
floor, that these vessels are well adapted for war 
purposes, or that they could ever be converted into 
efficient war steamers. We are to regard this, 
therefore, merely as a Post Office arrangement for 
the transportation of the United States mail. And 
let me iol members upon this floor when they de- 
sire to have a horse mail route established from 
one point to another within their districts, costing 
€50 or $100, whether or not it is the policy of the 
Post Office Department to allow such route to be 
established selves there is a reasonable probability 
that the postages received will defray the expenses 
of the transportation. Why is a different rule to 
prevail with reference to these steamers? 
Gentlemen talk about building up a steam navy, 
to be used for war purposes in the event of war. 
Why, Mr. Chairman, I do not profess to be 
thoroughly informed upon this subject, but so far 
as my investigation has gone, there is not a single 
officer of the British navy—and many of them 
have been examined before a committee of the 
House of Commons, the British Government hav- 
ing entered largely into contracts with individuals 
for transporting their ocean mails on steamers 
which it was once supposed could be readily con- 
verted into efficient war steamers—that has ven- 





shall be executed by the Government in good | 


trips annually, but at their own request, submitted | 


This gives them | 


on yesterday to give them $19,250 per trip for the |, 


to ees that amendment, and voted it down by a || 


ginal contract is to be varied at the solicitation of | 


It proposes to give the line | 


|| from 
tary of the Navy, which I have not time to read 
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n that 
such vessels are not well suited for war purposes; 
that the side-wheel steamers with the machinery 
above the water line, such as the Collins steamers, 
cannot be relied on in naval warfare. Two shots 
from the vessel of an enemy could entirely disable 
them, should they happen to strike the wheels, 


| leaving the Vessel to the mercy of the waves and 


the guns of the enemy, the machmery being im- 
potent for an advance or retreat. The screw-pro- 
peller is the only steamer adapted for such pur- 
poses, if the testimony of all the British naval offi- 
cers, and a majority of our own, is to be credited. 
It may be said—and the argument was used in the 
other end of the Capitol, by a distinguished Sen- 
ator from Michigan, (Mr. Cass,]—that the Col- 
lins steamers would be useful for transporting 
troops, supplies, munitions of war, &c. Now, I 
ask whether you want these splendid Collins 


' steamers, described by my friend from Kentucky, 


[Mr. Mason,] with chandeliers, mirrors costing 
thousands of dollars, Brussels tapestry and car- 
pets, mahogany and rosewood furniture, for trans- 
porting beef, pork, bacon, flour, beans, and corn- 
meal? It would be a novel spectacle to see the 
superb state-rooms of the Baltic filled with barrels 
of pickled pork, and the saloons with rusty bacon 
sides. But these vessels never will be needed for 
transport ships. If you get into war with an 
enemy having a strong naval power, your mer- 
chant vessels—sailing and steamers—will be driven 
into port, and you can get hundreds of them for 
transportation purposes. 

But, sir, we have been told with emphasis to 
make this appropriation, that it will not do for us 
to be outstripped by the British Government. The 
national honor is, in this argument, reduced to a 
small point; it is made to depend on our keeping 
the Collins steamers, although at a cost of nearly 
a million annually, running between New York 
and Liverpool, because they have beat the Cunard 
line, owned by British subjects, a few hours in a 
| voyage of 3,000 miles. Do you want to keep up 
| with the British Government in her extravagance? 

In her system of bounties, of favoritism to the 
few, in her taxation of the toiling millions? Do 
you want to have her pension system? Her re- 
tired list, not only from the army and navy, but 
| from civil life? Do you want to have her public 
debt? Imitate Great Britain, and you will have 
all these delectable luxuries to feast your constit- 
/uents upon. Much of the prosperity and glory 
| of America is traceable to the fact, that our states- 
men, in legislating, have heretofore studiously 
avoided following the example she has set, and 
have shunned the ruinous Salley she has pursued 


|, towards her oppressed subjects. 


[Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. TAYLOR. I am very anxious to have 
the vote taken upon this subject, and | will state 
the grounds of my opposition to the proposition 
of the gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Orr 
in a very few words. I have heard it intimat 
this morning that there was no evidence that these 
steamers were fit for war purposes. Let me say 
to gentlemen, that if they had examined the Ex- 
ecutive documents sent to Congress this session, 
they would have found there the testimony of one 
of the highest officers of the American Navy, to 
the effect that these steamers were fit for war pur- 
| poses. I have the document before me, and I 
will read from it. It is Executive document No. 
50, sent to the Senate, the report of the Secretary 
of the Navy in relation to ocean steamers in the 
employment of the United States. I find a letter 
ommodore Perry, addressed to the Secre- 


_in full. I will read, however, a few sentences 

from it, which give the contradiction, in so many 
| words, to the declaration which has been made so 
| repeatedly by intelligent gentlemen upon this floor, 
| that these steamers are unfit for war purposes. 
| Here is the extract from Commodore Perry’s let- 
| ter to the Secretary of the Navy, dated February 


|| 18, 1852: 


**T now proceed to reply to the first division of the in- 
| quiry, as follows: 
|  § Question first. ‘ Whether the steamships employed in 
| the transportation of the United States mail, under con- 


|| traet with the Navy Doyen any other steamships 


| employed in the transportation of our foreign mails, are in 
| all respects suitable for immediate conversion into steamers 
| for war purposes, capable of carrying the armament or bat - 
| tery appropriate to the class specified in the contract ” 


‘In answer to the foregoing (first) question, I am of 


opinion that they are not, in all respects, suitable. 
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‘* Question 2d. ‘ And if not suitable for such immediate 
conversion, whether they could be altered so as to make 
them efficient war steamers?’ 

“ Answer. The following named Atlantic steamers may 
be converted, by stight alterations, into war steamers of the 
first class: Of Collins line—The Atlantic, Pacific, Arctic, 
‘and Baltic. Of Law’s tine—the Ohio, Georgia, and Ili- 
nois. Of Mortimer Livingston’s line—the Humboldt and | 
Franklin. 

* Pacific steamers. Of Aspinwall’s line—first class—the | 
Golden Gate ; second class, the Panama, Oregon, Califor- 
nia, and Columbia. 

**'The foregoing vessels of the respective contracts are 
variously constructed as to materials, fastening, strength, 
and model. 

** According to my calculation, the cost of conversion of 
either of the beforementioned vessels, exclusive of arma- 
ments, repair of machinery, and ordinary repair, would 
not, or certainly ought not, exceed for steamers of the first 
class, $20,000, and for steamers of the second class, 
$15,000; and it would be readily done for this at any of 
our navy-yards—provided, that useless alterations were not | 
made.” m 


What necessity or propriety is there for gentle- 
men rising in an American House of Representa- 

tives, and informing members of this House, and 
the people of this country, that four Atlantic steam- 
ers, costing more than any other in the world, 
constructed under the supervision of your own 
officers of the Navy, at a cost of $700,000 or 
$800,000 each, and built insuch a way as to make 
them available for war purposes, are not suitable | 
for war steamers, in the opinion of British officers, | 
when we have here the proof, from one of the 


most distinguished officers in the Navy of the | 


United States to the contrary? Gentlemen say 


that no application has been made for this increase } 
of compensation to the Collins line from any large | 
number of American citizens. I am informed— | 


and if I am not correctly advised the chairman of 
the Naval Committee will correct me—that there 
are thirty-two petitions, numerously signed, by the 
piece business men in the large cities of the 


nited States, praying Congress to aid inupholding | 


and continuing this Collins line as a national en- 
terprise, greatly conducive to the public interests, 
ane of immense benefit to the country, in the 


transportation of your mails, and in strengthening | 


our naval marine in time of war, if we should 
unfortunately be engaged in war hereafter. The 


establishment of this line has already effected great | 


benefit to the country. I will state, in answer to 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Campsett,] 
who says that we, who support this increased ap- 


propriation to keep up this line for the transport- | 


ation of the mail between the United States and 


England, withhold appropriations necessary for | 
the improvement of Western harbors and rivers, | 
that he is greatly mistaken. I have always been | 


the advocate of liberal appropriations for these ob- 
jects. During the last Congress, I madea speech 
in favor of the passage of a bill to improve the con- 
dition of Western rivers and harbors, and the 


Whigs of Congress generally voted in favor of | 


liberal appropriations for the improvement of 
Western rivers andharbors. But it was killed in 
the Senate by Democratic members, after having 
a this House. I have many reasons for up- 

olding this Collins line. It is no longer a private 


enterprise wholly—the Government having a very | 


large interest in it, and now holding liens on all the 


vessels for moneys advanced; and the Government | 


and people are deeply interested in keeping up 
this American line of ocean steam navigation. 
ov the hammer fell.] 
he question then being upon Mr. Ora’s amend- 
ment, 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, demanded tell- | 
ers; which were ordered; and Messrs. Sranrow, | 


of Tennessee, and Henpricks were appointed. 


The question being put, the tellers reported— | 


ayes 50, noes 73. 
So the fmendment was rejected. 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, moved that | 


the committee rise. 
Mr. ORR demanded tellers; which were ordered; 
and Messrs. Briggs and Vewnase appointed. 


The question was then taken, and there were— | 


ayes 67, noes 74. 
So the committee refused to rise. 


Mr. VENABLE. I propose to amend the 
amendment by moving as a substitute the substi- 
tute offered by the gaptlomen from South Caro- 
lina, (Mr. Orr,] with the addition of 000. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. rise to a 
question of order. My point of order is, that this 

icular clause has been voted «upon, and every 


amendment which has been offered to it, until the 





substitute was offered. The substitute has been | 
voted down, and now, according to the rule re- 

peated again and again, it is too late, and it is not 

m order to offer an amendment to the original 

clause. 

Mr. VENABLE. This is a different proposi- | 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands | 
that the point of order raised by the gentleman | 
from Tennessee is this: that a motion to strike 
out and insert having been lost, another motion to 
strike out and insert different matter is not in 
order. - 

Mr. STANTON. My point of order is, that 
it is not in order to amend the original proposi- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe motion of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. Venas.e} is to 
strike out the original proposition, and insert 


other matter, the Chair thinks the gentleman will | 


be in order. 

Mr. VENABLE. Mr. Chairman,! have taken 
no part in the debate upon this question since the 
five-minutes rulé has been adopted. I am reluct- 
ant to consume the time of the House now, and 
feel so unwell as to be particularly disinclined to 
engage in the discussion. But a desire to place 
myself right upon the Journal of this House, and 
an abiding confidence that the country will be in- 
formed concerning its action, constrains me to offer 
the substitute now submitted. Should this ap- 
propriation pass as reported in this deficiency bill, 


my character as a statesman anda Representative, 
may find the evidence that I am clear of the whole 


responsibility. The advocates of this measure | 
I y 


have uniformly defended it upon the certainty of 
the return of the advances made by the Govern- 
ment through the postages accruing from the line. 
This was the assurance upon the first suggestion 
of the measure, and has San urged as a reason 


them on their repeated applications. Indeed, it is 


ever been suggested. It is true that much has 
been said of those ships as war steamers, much 
more of the glory which is to be secured for our 
country. Of the fitness of those vessels for our 
naval defense, 1 will not now speak. The ad- 
vances already made are amply sufficient to entitle 
the Government to any a 

able to give, especially when it is known that we 
shall have to pay for them before they are used; 
and as to the glory, I know of no system of eal- 
culation which will enable me to come to an exact 
conclusion as to its actual value. 

But of the money concerning which such prom- 
ises have been made—the postages which are to 
be poured into the Treasury—I had assumed that 
the estimates were real and candidly made. But, 
sir, the vote upon the substitute of the gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. Orr] has disclosed the 





| who have furnished the estimates of the income 
from postages had no faith in the statements which 
they made. I now add $50,000 to the whole 
amount of postages, and tender this to answer the 
demands of this company of stockholders. I have 
known a tailor who made large advertisement of 
his skill in making garments, refuse his own handi- 
work in part pay for the bill for making them. I 
have often known men indisposed to take their 
| own paper in payment of their debts. But here 
is a case in which there is.a positive refusal to take 
the work and the bill and all the income and profits 
arising from the whole enterprise, together with 
the debt due, and still it has been declined. We 


for profitable employment, the posjages increased 
and increasing, and all the glory to be especiall 

the property of those adventurers, and it is fapeted. 
I offer $56,090 more, and suppose that will also 


> 





part payment. They tell the Government of im- 
mense revenue to be derived from postages, and 

et utterly eschew any reliance upon their own 

eclarations, Sir, the people ought to be informed; 
they will know the full extent of this delusive 
scheme sought to be fixed upon them. Sir, this 
is a test question, an experiment of the Collins 


} 
} 
| 


|| pressure which they can command, can open the 


L feel peculiarly anxious that those interested in | 


for every advantage which has been conceded | 


the only resource of reimbursement which has | 


which they may be | 


most naked state of facts that | have ever known | 
to be exhibited. It fixes the conclusion that those | 


offer the ships, with all theirtonnage and capacities | 


|| be rejected. Sir, they claim compensation for | 
|| conveying the mail, and refuse all the postages in || 


line to ascertain whether the influences and the | 
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Treasury door. The report of the Senate's com- 
mittee as to the other lines, gives us a glimpse of 
thefuture. [tis an instinct, not confined to the hu- 
man race, to watch and take advantage of inroads 
upon the resources of others. The cattle and stock 
of every neighborhood soon learn the habits of any 
mischievous animal that breaks down inclosures 
and follow him in his expeditions, that they may 
enter fields through the breach he has made. So 


| this clamorous mendicant now urging his neces- 


sity of appropriations for relief, stands in front of 
a long line of others who are watching for the suc- 
cess of the appli ation, preparing themselves for 
similar favors. If there ~ truth in the arguments 
which are resorted to, to sustain the measure, 
those who speak so confidently of profits ought to 
be willing to take the profits and postages for pay, 
or every sensible man, and the country at large, 
will consider the whole scheme as a deliberate 
foray upon the Treasury. 

Mr. EVANS. Will the gentleman from North 
Carolina{Mr. Venasxe} inform me how many post 
offices and post routes can be sustained in his State 
by means of the postages alone which accrue there? 
I believe that in North Carolina, and indeed in 
every State south of Maryland, the postages never 
have amounted to anything like a sufficient sum 
to sustain the expenses incurred in carrying the 
mail, and in supporting the postal ‘eikensans 
in those States. Suppose any one were to predict, 
what will undoubtedly happen, that the growing 
resources, the enterprise, and the industry of those 
States, will at some no distant period make the 
receipts more than the expenditures, would the 

, gentleman not think the proposition a most unjust 
one which would require that every post office and 
post route not capable now of sustaining itself 
should immediately be abolished? Yet that is his 
proposition with regard to this line. 

And pray what is it that he is willing to give 
the Collins line? Not the whole amount of post- 
ages which it has been instrumental, directly or 
indirectly, in bringing into the Treasury. Notall 
that the postal convention, brought into existence 
by this line, gives us—but only the postage on 
letters carried by the Collins ships; and yet l ven- 
ture to predict, that in a few years the gentleman 
will be very unwilling to make any such arrange- 
ment with the line, because the postages will 
have increased to more than the sum now pro- 
posed to be paid; but no private company with- 
out unlimited capital can afford to wait for this 
accretion. 

Now, sir, what does the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Onn} propose? He offers for the 
six additional trips to be performed $19,500 per 
trip, without reflecting that these additional 
voyages are to be made in mid-winter, when 
scarce any passengers or any freight will be car- 
ried, and when the voyage isa charge of its whole 
cost, and that $19,500 is the pay for a summer 
| trip. 

Let him give $65,000, the cost of each trip, as 
a remuneration for making it. This, forsix trips, 
willamount to $390,000, which, added to $385,000, 
the amount now paid, will be, fora year’s service, 
$775,000, being almost as much as is proposed to 
be paid by this Senate amendment. 

Phe honorable gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Meape} has made a labored argument about the 

| profits of the Collins line. I have not time in five 
minutes to follow him; but I am prepared to say 
that he is altogether mistaken. 

The stock of the Collins line is only worth sixty 
cents on the dollar, and sells for that in the market. 
Now ordinary six per cent. being everywhere from 
ninety-five to one hundred and seventeen, will the 
gentleman inform me how it is that this stock, 
which he makes a twelve per cent., is only at 
sixty? 

The gentleman’s computations thus sufficiently 
refate themselves. 

Mr. ORR. I would like to ask the gentleman 
one question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ma- 
| ryland has yielded the floor, and further discus- 
|| sion is out of order. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Vena- 
BLE’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 
| Mr. ABERCROMBIE. We shall never get 
this vote taken. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. GORMAN demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs.. Jounson, of Tennessee, 
| and Howargp were appointed. 
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The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—ayes 80, noes 74. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman (Mr. 
Srvarr) reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consider- 
ation the state of the Union generally, and partic- 
ularly the amendments of the Senate to the defi- 





|| REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 


__ FRE CONGRESSIONAL ‘GLO 


ciency bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. | 


On motion by Mr. FLORENCE, 
The House then adjourned until Monday, at 
eleven o’clock, a.m. 


IN SENATE, 
Monpay, July 12, 1852. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burier. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 


Senate acommunication fromthe W ar Department, | 


made in compliance with a resolution of the 25th 
May last, requiring statements of the amounts ex- 
pended for printing, binding, and public advertis- 
ing, executed by orderof that Department, from 
the 4th March, 1849, up to 25th May, 1852; which 
was ordered to be laid onthe table and printed. 
Mr. CLARKE. Mr. President, 1 have been 


requested to present to the Senate some resolutions | 


that have been passed by the corporate authorities 
of the city of Georgetown, remonstrating against 
the reconstruction of the Potomae Bridge on its 
present site, and recommending some point above 
that city as a suitable location. I think it would 
be better to have them read, and then referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


The resolutions were accordingly read, and so | 


referred. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. DAVIS. 
signed by a large number of the principal mer- 


Mr. President, I havea petition, | 


chants and ship-owners of Boston, Massachusetts, | 


setting forth that this Government has never re- 
cognized the independence of the Government of 
Hayti. They go on to represent the magnitude 
of the commerce of the United States engaged in 


the trade with that country, and the importance of | 


that trade; and they pray that this Government re- 
cognize it as an independent State, they deeming 
it essential to the interests of the commerce of the 
country that it should receive the protection which 
grows out of that consideration. 


the memorial, without reading, to the Committee | 


on Foreign Relations. 
It was so referred. 
Mr. SHIELDS presented a petition of citizens 


of Jacksonville, [llinois, and a petition of citizens | 
of the city of New York, praying Congress to pass | 


the bill commonly known as the ‘* homestead 


bill;’? which were referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the petition of | 


William D. Arnett, who complains of the heavy 
fees charged to persons who make applications for 


patents, praying that suitable persons beappointed | 


in the Patent Office to c@nsult and advise with in- 
ventors about to apply for patents; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Patents and the Patent | 


Othiee, 


Mr. BRADBURY presented the memorial of | 


ifarlow Spaulding, praying compensation for ser- | 


Vices as acting naval storekeeper at Spezia from 


1847 to 1851; which was referred to the Commit- | 


tee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented the memorial of 
Samuel H. Hempstead, praying compensation for 
services rendered as district attorney under the 
act of 17th of June, 1844, in defending claims to 
lnandsin Arkansas; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a petition of citizens 


of Bangor, Maine, praying that the bill granting | 


land to the States for railroads, and for other pur- 
poses, may become a law; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CHASE presented eleven 
zens of Ohio, praying that the bill now before 
Congress, known as the * homestead bill,” may 
become a law; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

ir, RUSK presented the memorial of Daniel 
Searle & Co., mail contractors, praying compen- 
sation for additional services required of them by 
the Post Office Department; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which were referred the memorial and 
papers of Edwin Lord and Francis Bacon, pray- 
ing a release from certain judgments obtained in 
favor of the United States on bonds given for 
duties on goods imported prior to 1839, submitted 
a report, accompanied by a bill for their relief; | 
which was read and passed to the second reading. 
The report was ordered to be printed. 


PENSION AND BOUNTY LAND LAWS. 


Mr. GEYER, from the Committee on Pensions, 
submitted the following resolution: 


Resoléed, That the Secretary~be directed to purchase 
five hundred copies of the pension and bounty land laws, 
with the opinions, decisions, and regulations in relation to 
those laws, recently compiled by Mayo and Moulton: 
Provided, The price does not exceed $3 50 per copy. 


NEW CUSTOM-HOUSE. 


Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following resolu- || 


tion; which was agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed 


for the erection of a custom-house at Waldoboro’, Maine. | 


NOTICES OF BILLS. }] 


Mr. CLARKE gave notice of his intention to | 
ask leave to introduce a joint resolution directing 


| the Secretary of War to cause the harbor and 


| atives of the late Robert Sewall; 


I move to refer || 


navigation of the Chicago river. 


river of Providence, in the State of Rhode Island, 
to be surveyed, and an estimate made of the cost 
of clearing out said harbor. 

Mr. GWIN gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill making a grant of land 
for the construction of a canal from Tulare Lake 
to the San Joaquin river, in the State of Califor- 
nia. 


BILLS PASSED. 
The following engrossed bills were severally 
read a third time and passed: 
An act to regulate the terms of the district court 
of the United States for the district of lowa; 
An act for the relief of the heirs and represent- 


An act to provide for the promotion of certain 
officers in the Engineer, Topographical Engineer, 
and Ordnance Corps; 


An act for the relief of John Duff; and \| 


An act to amend an act entitled ** An act to in- 
corporate the Washington Gaslight Company,”’ | 
approved July 8, 1848. 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE CHICAGO RIVER. 

On the motion of Mr. SHIELDS, the Senate 

roceeded to consider the bill to authorize the 
Sees and Common Council of Chicago, Illinois, 
to excavate a portion of the public reservation at 
that place, with a view to the improvement of the 


The bill was read a second time and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that | 
the corporate authorities of the city of Chicago | 
shall have authority to excavate such portion of | 
the reservation at Chicago, not exceeding the limits | 
described in their memorial of January 5, 1852, as | 

| 
t 


may be necessary, according to the plan set forth | 
in the memorial, for the improvement of the Chi- 


| cago river. 


etitions of citi- || 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 


BILOXI BAY INDIANS. 

On the motion of Mr. SEBASTIAN, the joint 
resolution authorizing the examination of theclaims | 
of the Biloxi Bay Indians was read a second time 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. It | 
proposes to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to cause to be examined and reported upon, the | 
claim of that portion of the Choctaw Indians re- | 
siding east of the Mississippi river, known as the 
Biloxi Bay Indians; and when it shall appear from | 
the evidence taken before, or reported by, the | 
former Choctaw Commissioner, that the claimants | 
were, at the date of the treaty, Choctaw heads of | 
families, residing within the Choctaw territory, 
and had signified their intention to remain and be- 
come citizens of the States, and to take reservations, 
and that they resided on said lands for the period 
of five years next ensuing, or were dispossessed 
by reason of the Government having disposed of | 
their lands, or on account of their fear of being | 


| forcibly dispossessed, or through threats of per- | 


sons engaged in the emigration of the tribes; to 


B 


























| allow and award to those, falling within this pro- 


vision, certificates for like quantities of land, pro- 
vided for others of the tribe under the third section 
of the act of August 3, 1842—to be issued and 
patented to them in full, without the restrictions 
of the act of 1842, or the act of March 3, 1845. 

Mr. FELCH. 1 should like to understand the 
nature of the bill before us. 

Mr. ADAMS. It is precisely in conformity 
with what has been done in the case of other In- 
dians. Testimony was taken under a former 
commissioner, but was not completed in time t 
be reported by him before the expiration of the 
law under which it was taken. The object of thig 


| joint resolution is to authorize the Secretary of the 


Interior to act as if the law had not expired. It 
only extends the time forthe Secretary to investi- 
gate and determine upon the testimony which has 
been reported. The object is only to extend to 
these Indians the same privilege which has been 
extended to other Indians in the same condition. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 


/ amendment; and ordered to be engrossed for a 
| to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation, || 


third reading. 


SUSPENDED LAND ENTRIES. 
On the motion of Mr. FELCH, the Senate pro- 


|| ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 


sider the bill to revive and continue in force for a 
limited time, the provisions of an act relative to 
suspended entfies of the public lands. 

It proposes to enact that the several provisions 
ofthe act of August 3d, 1846, entitled ** An act pro- 
viding for the adjustment of all suspended preémp- 
tion Jand claims in the several States and Territo- 
ries’’ be continued in force for the term of one year 
from the date of this act; and those provisions are 
declared applicable as well to cases which were 
inadvertently omitted to be acted on under that act, 
as to those of like character and description which 


| have farisen between the date of that act and the 


present time, and shall be regarded as applying 
to locations of bounty Jand warrants, as well as 
to ordinary entries or sales. It further_provides 
that in all cases where patents have been issued on 
entries which were entitled to be confirmed under 
said act, such patents may be surrendered, and the 
officers, at the time of such surrender, who, by 
said act of 1846, are constituted a board of adju- 
dication are, by this act, authorized and empow- 
ered to confirm such entries, and upon the can- 
celing of the outstanding patent, the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office is to be authorized to 
issue a new patent, on such confirmation, to the 


| persons whose title-is confirmed to their heirs or 


assigns, 

Mr. FELCH. The act to which allusion is 
made in this bill, has been extended in its opera- 
tion, I believe, by two several acts. It is now 
proposed merely to extend it for a further length 
of time. When I drew up the bill in the first in- 
stance, I framed it so as to provide for the exten- 
sion of the act for the term of one year. I pro- 
pose now to amend the bill, by striking out ‘‘ one 
year,”’ and inserting ‘‘ five years.’’ This bill is 
merely intended to enable the Department to dis- 
pose of many cases of conflicting land claims, 
where land offices have been changed, or where, 
from other causes, entry has been suspended, 
without the necessity of coming to Congress in 
every particularinstance. Theact has been found 
to operate very beneficially heretofore, and having 
expired, it is merely proposed to renew it. 

Mr. DOWNS. Ientirely approve of the amend- 
ment which has been offered by the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Lands, but I could never 
see any reason why the law should be limited at 
all. The only purpose for which I rise now is to 
inquire why it is that this law may not be perpet- 
ual. Why should it be temporary? Certainty it 
has been very useful heretofore, and constant ap- 
plications are made here session after session for 
its renewal. I really could never see why a law 
so beneficial and so desirable, and which seemed 
to be so necessary to carry on the land system 
satisfactorily, should be made from time to time, 
of temporary duration. I would therefore sug- 

est to the chairman, whether it would not be 
Betiee to strike out the limitation, and make the 
bill perpetual. 

Mr. FELCH. I do not see any good reason 
why the law should not be made perpetual. The 
fact is, however, that the cases are much less 
numerous now than they were when the act was 
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originally passed. I believe the adjudications, at 
an early day under the first act, amounted to some 
two or three thousand cases, which were reported 
to Congress. I have no objection to increasing 
the time to ten years, if the Senator prefers that, 
or even to make the law perpetual, 

Mr. DOWNS. Say ten years. | 

Mr. FELCH. I will modify my amendment | 
by inserting “‘ ten years,’’ instead of *‘ five years.”’ | 

The amendment was agreed to, the bill was re- | 
ported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I hope the bill will be 
postponed until to-morrow. It is one of consid- | 
erable interest to the new States and Territories. 
I have not had an opportunity to look into it, and | 
I am anxious to confer with a member of the | 
House who has the subject under consideration, 
to know whether it will meet certain suspended 
entries. I move to postpone the further consid- 
eration of the bill until to-morrow. 

Mr. FELCH. I would suggest to the Senator, 
to allow the bill to be ordered to its engrossment, 
and then to-morrow, when it comes up upon its 
passage, he can present his objections to it, if he has | 
any. 

The PRESIDENT. The bill will not be sub- 
ject to amendment after it is engrossed. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 


JAMES R. CREECY, 


On the motion of Mr. GWIN, the bill for the 
relief of Colonel James R. Creecy was read a 
second time and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to authorize the payment to 
him of the sum of $552 50 in consideration of 
money expended and services rendered by him in 
raising a regiment for the Mexican war. The | 
bill was reported to the Senate without amend- 











reading. 
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tives, but has never before been reached in the 
Senate. It has been, at this session, passed very 
early by the House. It allows only one fourth of 
a fuil pension, and has been recommended by the 


|, Commissioner of Pensions, and | hope there will 


be no objection to it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a third 
time and passed. 


SAFETY OF PASSENGERS ON STEAMBOATS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill to amend an act entitled ** An act to pro- 
vide for the better security of the lives of passen- 
gers on board of vessels propelled in sabia or in 
part by steam,’’ the question pending being upon 
the amendment made in Committee of the Whole 


| to insert the following additional sections: 


Sec. 42. nd be it further enacted, That the supervising 
inspectors appointed under the provisions of this act, shall, 
within their respective districts, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, take the examination, or receive 


| the statements in writing, of persons of practical knowledge 


and experience in the navigation of steam- vessels, the con- 
struction and use of boilers, engines, machinery, and equip- 
ments, touching the form, material, and construction of en- 
gines and their appurtenances; the causes of the explosion 
of boilers, and collapse of flues, and the means of preven- 
tion ; the kind and description of safety-valves, water and 
steam- gauges or indicators ; equipments for extinguishment 
of fires, and for the preservation of life in case of accident, 
on board of such vessels, and all other meansin use ur proper 


| to be adopted, for the better security of the lives of persons 


on board vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam; the 


| advantages and disadvantages of the different descriptions 
| of boilers, engines and their appurtenances, safety-valves, 


water and steam-gauges Or indicators, equipments for the 
prevention or extinguishment of fires, and the preservation 
of life in case of accident, in use on board such vessels; 
whether any and what further legislation is necessary or 
proper for the better security of the lives of persons on 
board such steam-vessels; which examination and state- 


| ments so taken and received shall be transmitted to the 
ment, and ordered to be engrossed for a third |, 


ELIZABETH F. THURSTON. i| 


A message from the House of Representatives 
was received by Mr. Hays, its Chief Clerk, an- 
nouncing that it had passed a joint resolution for 
the relief of Elizabeth F. Thurston, of the Terri- | 
tory of Oregon. 

It was read a first and second time. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
now considered. I will explain its provisions. 
Mr. Thurston was a Delegate from the Territory 
of Oregon in the last Congress. Before he started 
for home, he franked documents and books printed 
by order of Congress to himself in Oregon. 
his way home he died. The postmaster in Ore- 
gon refused to deliver up the books to his widow, | 
and this resolution is simply to authorize the 

ostmaster to deliver them to Mrs. Thurston. I 
ho e it will be passed immediately. 
here being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the resolution as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides that: whereas Samuel R. 
Thurston, deceased, late Delegate in Congress 
from the Territory of Oregon, did, during the pe- 
riod of his official term, frank to Lynn City, in 
that Territory, to the address of himself and wife, 
sundry books and documents; and whereas the act- 
ing deputy postmaster at Lynn City refused to 
deliver them up to Elizabeth F. Thurston, his 
widow, under dhe allegation that the same were 
improperly franked, and demanding the payment 
of postage as a condition precedent to their deliv- 
ery,—the Postmaster General be directed to cause | 


the acting deputy postmaster at Lynn City, in the || 
Territory of Oregon, to deliver up to Elizabeth F. | 


Thurston, widow of Samuel R. Thurston, de- 
ceased, all such books and documents so withheld, 


franked by, and belonging to Samuel R. Thurs- | 
‘ton, without post office or other charges thereon. | 


‘The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to a third reading, 
read a third time and passed. 


ISAAC COBB. 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the W hole, to consider 
the bill of the House of Representatives for the 
relief of Isaac Cobb. It proposes to direct the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to place the name of Isaac 
Cobb, of Abbot, in the State of Maine, on the pen- 
sion list, at the rate of $24 per annum, commencing 
on the 4th of March, 1841, and to continue during 
his natural life. 


Mr. HAMLIN. This bill has at two or three 


Secretary of the Treasury, at such time as he shall pre- 
scribe. 

Sec. 43. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to cause such inter- 
rogatories to be prepared and published as in his opinion 
may be proper to elicit the information contemplated by the 


| preceding section, and upon the receipt of the examination 


I ask that the resolution be |} 


On || 


and statements taken by the inspectors, shall report the 
same to Congress, together with the recommendation of 
such further provisions as he may deem proper to be made 
for the better security of the lives of persons on board steam 
vessels. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
The next amendment made, as in Committee of 


the Whole, was to insert, as section forty-four, the 
| following: 


Sec. 44. 4nd be it further enacted, That all penalties 
imposed by this act may be recovered in an action of debt, 
by any person who will sue therefor in any court of the 
United States. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
The next amendments made as in Committee of 
the Whole, were to insert: 


Sec. 45. .4nd be it further enacted, That all parts of 
laws heretofore made, which are superseded by or are in- 
consistent with this act, are hereby repealed. 


Sec. 46. And be it further enacted, That all parts of this 


act shall be in force on the lst day of November next, ex- 
cept the requirement to have pumps and hose to extinguish 


| fires, and life-boats, which shall take effect on the Ist day 


of January next. 


The amendments were concurred in. 
The PRESIDENT. 


| tion was amended on a previous day, and passed 


| over. 


It was now again considered. That sec- 
tion as amended is as follows: 

* Sec. 28. And be it further enacted, That the collector 
or other chief officer of the customs, shall retain on file all 
original certificates of the inspectors required by this act 
to be delivered to him, and shall give to the master or 
owner of the vessel therein- named, two certified copies 
thereof, one of which shall be placed by such master or 


| owner in some conspicuous place in the vessel, where it 





LL 


will be most likely to be observed by passengers and others, 
and there kept at all times during a voyage, and while such 
vessel is receiving freight or passengers; the other shall be 


retained by such master or owner as evidence of the au. |) 
thority thereby conferred ; and if any person shall receive | 


or carry any passenger on board any such steamer not hav- 
ing a certificate of approval, as required by this act, and a 
certified copy thereof, placed and kept as aforesaid; or 
who shall receive or carry any gunpowder, oil of turpen- 
tine, oil of vitriol, camphene, or other explosive burning 
es te materials which ignite by friction, as freight on 
boar 


any of said articles, at a place or in a manner not authior- 
ized by such certificate, shall forfeit and pay for each 
offense one hundred dollars, to be recovered by action of 
debt in any court of competent jurisdiction. ’’ 


Mr. GEYER. At the suggestion of the Sena- 


tor from Massachusetts, | propose further to | 


amend the section by striking out the words ‘‘during 





wi : } 
The twenty-eighth sec- 


BE. 


different times passed the House of Representa- | 
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a voyage and while such vessel is receiving freight 


or passengers."’ The object of the amendment is 
to require the certificates to be kept up at all times 
after they are delivered. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEYER. I have another amendment to 


| offer to the same section—to insert between “a” 


| of doubt. 


| ing a certificate authorizing the same 
| thereof placed and kept as aforesaid 


and ‘certificate’ the words “certified copy of 
the;”’ and to strike out after the word * act’’ the 
words * and a certified copy thereof.”’ 

This section as it stands, provides that the own- 
ers shall be subjected to penaltieg, for navigating 
vessels unless they keep exposed the certificate of 
inspection and a copy thereof. | propose to re- 
quire only a certified copy. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The section as it now stands is as follows: 

Sec. 28. nd be it further enacted, That the collector 
or other chief officer of the customs shall retain on file all 
original certificates of the inspectors required by this act to 
be delivered to him, and shali give to the master or owner 
of the vesvel therein-named two certiffed copies thereof, one 
of which shall be placed by such ma-ter or owner in some 
conspicuous place in the vessel, where it will be most likely 
to be observed by passengers and others, and there kept at 
all times; the other shall be retained by such master or 
owner as evidence of the authority thereby conferred ; and 
if any person shall receive or carry any passenger on board 
any such steamer not having a certified copy of the certifi- 
cate of approval, as required by this act, placed and kept 
as aforesaid ; or who shall receive or carry any gnepewder, 
oil of turpentine, oi! of vitriol, camphenc, or other explo 
sive burning fluid, or materials which ignite by friction, ae 
freight on board any steamer carrying passengers, not hay- 
, and a certified copy 
; or who shall stow or 
carry any of said articles, at a place or in a manner not 
authorized by such certificate, shall forfeit and pay for each 
offense one hundred dollars, to be recovered by action of 
debt in any court of competent jurisdiction,” 

Mr. DAVIS. On looking over the bill, I was 
surprised to find that there was an omission which 
I supposed had been supplied. The intention was 
that this bill should not apply to the public vessels 
of the United States, or to vessels coming from 
foreign countries. I tM€refore offer the following 
amendment as an additional section, to come in 
before the present section forty-one: 

4nd be it further enacted, "Phat this act shall not apply 
to public vessels of the United States, or vesseia of other 
countries. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. I wish to offer an amendment to 
the ninth section, relative to the duties of inspect- 
ors, so as to place the construction of the bill out 
It is to strike out the word ** such,’’ 
and insert *‘ all;’’ so that it will read: ** they shall 
also, once in every six months, inspect the boilers 
of all steamers,’’ &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. For a like purpose, | move to 
insert ‘* for one year,’’ so as to authorize the in- 
spectors, if satisfied that an applicant for pilot is 
qualified, to ‘* give him a certificate to that effect, 
authorizing him to be a pilot within the limits 
prescribed in the certificate for one year.”’ 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. I moveto amend section twenty, 


| which provides for the compensation of the super- 


any steamer carrying passengers, not having a cer- || 
tificate authorizing the same, and a certified copy thereof 
placed and kept as aforesaid; or who shal) stow or carry | 


vising inspectors, by inserting after the words 
‘* traveling expenses’’ the words, ‘‘ and the actual 
‘ reasonable expenses, both to them and to other 
‘inspectors, of transporting from place to place 
‘ instruments used in inspections.’’ The object is 
to cover a little expense that may be necessary in 
transporting from place to place the instruments 
used in making test trials. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move toamend the thirty-sixth 
section, by inserting the word *‘ each’’ after the 
word ‘ shall,’’ so that it will read: * the inspectors 
in the following districts shall each be allowed,”’ 
&e. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. The fourth section of the bill 
now provides— 

* That every such vessel, carrying passengers, shall have 
at least two boats, supplied with oars, in good condition at 
all times for service ; one of which boats shall be a metallic 
life-boat, fire- proof, of approved model, not less than twen- 
ty-five feet long, six feet six inches wide, and two feet deep, 
| and in all respects a good, substantial, safe sea- boat, capa- 

ble of sustaining, inside and outside, fifty persons.” 
| { move to amend this provision by striking out 
| all after the word ** service,’’ down to and includ- 
ing the word ‘*deep;’’ and after the word ‘* re- 
~ ” 46 we?? 
spects’’ strike out ‘a;” and after the word per- 
sons”’ insert ‘* each;’’ so that it may read— 


| That every such vessel, carrying passengers, shall have 
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at least two boats, supplied with oars, in good condition at || cannot be possibly an infringement of the patent 


alltimes for service, and in all respects good, substantial, 
enfe sea-boata, capable of sustaining, inside aad outside, 
fifty persona each. 


I offer this amendment to avoid what I under- | whom,as | suppose from his remarks, the Senator | 


I have had * 


stand to be the effect of the bill, which is to com- 
vel everybody to buy Francis’s metallic life- 
Coase, The question was suggested the other day 
by the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania, (Mr. 
Bropueap;}and the honorable Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, |Mr. Davis,}] who has —— of the 
bill,eaid it was not the intention of the framers of 
the bill to compel the owners of steamboats to buy 
these particular metallic boats. It is well enough 
known to all of us, that when the courts come to 
construe this act, if it ever becomes a law, they 


| 
| 


(of Mr. Francis. I have had occasion to know 
| that such is the case from various interviews with 
that gentleman, and also with the gentleman with 


' from New Hampshire has consulted. 


'' them both before me; and I know how anxious 


both are that Congress should adopt a provision 
compelling the purchase of a patented article. It 


‘| has been my intention to steer clear of such a 


will not ask what the honorable Senator who had | 


charge of the bill meant, but they will ask what 
the bill itself means. 


Now, | understand that there is but one metal- | 


lic lifer-boat known in the country; and I under- 
stand further—and if I am in error in this, I would 
like to be corrected—that that metallic life-boat is 
a patented boat, known as “ Francis’s metallic 
lifé-boat;”’ that its model and size, as to length, 
and depth, and width, are just exactly and pre- 
cisely, to a foot, and an inch 

here as the necessary length, depth, and breadth 
which these boats are obliged to be; that is, 
twenty-five feet long, six feet six inches wide, and 
two feet deep. 


, what is prescribed |, 


I do not know that the informa- | 


tion which I have is correct, but I am told by those | 


who pretend to know, that the description covers 
exactly Francis’s life-boats. 

If the bill is amended in the manner in which I 
propose, then the provision ee upon 
steamboat owners to buy Francis’s metallic life- 


boats will be left out, and they will be left at lib- |, feeling more ry in trusting to his judgment 


|| than to my own. 


erty to purchase the best boats that can be bought 
for the purpose. I think that this, if nothing else 
in the bill, may be left to those inspectors who are 
provided for in this bill. * 
[am told further, by gentlemen who have some 
ractical knowledge upon this subject, and who 
oe not been specially consulted as to the partic- 


ulars that were to be put into the bill, that the size || boats, on many occasions, have proved not only 


of these boats would be very inconvenient to some 
steamboats in some waters that are not rivers; 
that is, that there are some steamboats navigating 


| proposition, and to leave the supply of these boats | 


open to competition. I have been assured again 


/and again by Mr. Francis that he does not claim | 
to be the sole patentee of the metallic life-boat, 


but that he claims to be merely the patentee of a 
| peculiar kind of life-boat. I do not propose to 
compel any steamboat owner to purchase a boat 
of that structure. I have been careful in that re- 
spect, and have no doubt at all as to the construc- 


tion that will be generally put upon that section of | 
the bill. I am actuated by a principle that I avowed | 
here on Friday; that is, that we should not intro- 


duce any clause into our legislation which would 
have the effect of compelling a person to purchase 
| any article of a particular individual. 


The Senator says, ‘* How is it that I adopted | 


just the dimensions of the life-boat registered by 
| Mr. Francis in the Patent Office?’’ If the Sena- 


| tor is correct, and the dimensions mentioned here | 


are similar to those in Mr. Francis’s patent, it 
does not follow that I am indebted to him for them. 
I obtained them more than a year ago from a dis- 


|| tinguished officer of the Navy, to whom I ad- 


‘| dressed a letter requesting information as to the 


|| proper dimensions. 


That officer, who is now in 


|| this city, and at the head of a bureau, sent the 


information I desired, and I adopted it at once, 


think it is a material point to 
stipulate that the boat should not be of a less size 


| than that mentioned in the bill, for a boat of con- 


|| siderable size possesses many great advantages. | 


| She is safer, and more capable of performing the 
service required of her, than a small boat ina 


| rough sea; and it is well known that these small 


some bays and inlets of large bodies of water, | 
which would—instead of being benefited and made 


more safe for the lives of passengers by having such 
boats—be actually mecmnssctel, hindered, and 
obstructed by them. It will be seen that the bill 
makes no sort of provision that the life-boat shall 
bear any proportion to the length of the steamboat. 


| inefficient but dangerous. Forthis reason I thought 
| it best that we should adopt such a size as was 
adequate in the judgment of able and experienced 
men. 
The Senator says that in some cases—for in- 


|| stance in rivers—it would not be safe for steamers 


No matter how small the steamboat is, she must | 
have a metallic life-boat twenty-five feet long, six | 


feet six inches wide, and two feet deen. 
are 9 to which I object; and this amendment 
rings up the whole question, whether the Senate 


United States to purchase Francis’s metallic life- || © . 
|| vided for; and the inspectors are hereby authorized to grant 


boat. 

It strikes me that the bill is obnoxious and liable 
to this objection. 
ence, that Senators had better advise themselves a 
little more as to what is a life-boat, and what con- 


stitutes a safe, manageable, and reliable life-boat, | 


before they compel the whole country to purchase 
Francis’s boat. If I am not misinformed, it is the 


country, that this is no life-boat at all; and that 
without other equipments, accompaniments, or 


relied on. 
ual whose name I sup 

many members of the § 
that opinion. 


Captain Forbes, of Massachusetts, 
} understand, 


gives that as his opinion. The 


Itis that || 
|| Mr. GEYER. 


|| Mr. DAVIS. 
will compel all.the steamboat proprietors, in the || 


| to carry several boats of this large size; but I think 

I have rendered the observation unnecessary, hav- 
| ing provided that vessels navigating interior waters 
/and still waters should be compelled by the in- 
| spectors to carry but one life-boat, of proper di- 
mensions, and made of metal. 

Mr. HALE. Where is that provision made? 

In the fourth section. 
It is is in these words: 


“* Provided, however, That ferry and tow-boats shall be 
exemptfrom the obligation to carry the life-boats herein pro- 


|| alike dispensation to steamers of light draught, navigating 


Now I think, with all defer- | 


small or shallow rivers, and also to allow any other steam- 

ers navigating rivers only to carry but one life-boat, the same 
| being of suitable model and dimensions, and made of 
| metal.’? 


I thought that I had made all the accommoda- 


'| tion which could be required, when I provided 


: || that the smaller class of boats should be freed from 
opinion of some of the most practical men of the | 


| 


| the operation of this bill, in that respect, and in 
| the other cases referred to in the proviso, having 


eq || granted the inspectors a discretionary power. 
accoutrements, it is nota safe boat, and cannot be || 


I may give as an instance, an individ- || 
ose is known toa great | 
enate, who has sustained || were ever made for the preservation of life, by a 


Now, on this point, Mr. President, allow me to 
say one word. I put it to you, and I put it to the 
Senate, whether suitable and adequate provisions 


measures which have hitherto been adopted ? Loo 
into the statistics which have been furnished from 


an:endment which I have offered raises the —— || the Treasury Department, and see what an im- 
tion, whether we shali compel persons to purchase || mense sacrifice of human life there has been in 


that boat. 
Mr. DAVIS. 


explanation. 
little more faith in those who have examined the 
subject, and if he were a little less influenced by 


i] 


cases where steamboats have been wrecked in our 


The remarks of the Senator || rivers by snags or bY rocks, or where they have 
from New Hampshire require a word or two of || been destroyed by fir 


[ think that if the gentleman had a || generally enormous, and in almost all these cases, 


e. The sacrifice of life is 


| so far as I have been able to trace out the particu- 


| lars of their history, that loss of life has been 


speculations made in the lobby, he would be more || owing to the want of proper and suitable means 


likely to arrive at correct and sound results. 


I | to take passengers from the boats to the shore, al- 


take it to bea mattef too clear to admit of contro- || though the wrecked or burning steamboat might 


versy that the construction of such a life-boat 
as the bill refers to, and which should be, in every 
sense of the word, a good and sufficient life-boat, 
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be within a very short distance of the shore. It 
is but a short time since a boat was destroyed upon 


| 


} 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Lake Erie, and although she was so near the shore 
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as actually to run aground, two hundred and fifty 
persons perished for the want of suitable means 
of escaping to the shore. It has been against ac- 
cidents of this sort that | have endeavored to pro- 
vide in this bill. Some suitable means are neces- 
sary to take passengers to the shore, however near 
the boat may be, and that is all that I wish to in- 
sure by this provision. I had no idea inmy mind 
of introducing into the bill anything that should 
encumber the commerce of the country, or cause 
any inconvenience to the provisions of commercial 
business. Hence, after this billewas drafted, I 
was induced to make some modification, and to 
leave it in the discretion of inspectors of boats, 
whether they should carry more than one life-boat 
upon the steamboats navigating the rivers. I have 
stated my reasons for requiring metallic life-boats. 
In the first place, they endure a much longer 
service; in the next place, they will never leak, if 
ee made; in the last place, they are incom- 

ustible in their character, and meet all those con- 
tingencies which spring up where it is necessary 
to escape from a burning boat. I have left the 
oe of the bill so that the gunwales may 
»e constructed with such floats as they see fit to 
use. 

If Mr. Stanton, with his vulcanized float, as he 
calls it, can turn any vessel into a life-boat—as he 
says he can—ifa metallic boat, or any other struc- 
ture sustained by thesé floats, will, in the judg- 
ment of the inspectors, answer the purpose, they 
will pass them, and if not, they will not pass 
them. I would rather have the question settled 
by the inspectors, than to undertake to settle that 
complicated question here in the Senate. 

r. HALE. The very object of the Senator 
from Massachusetts is the object at which I am 
aiming. I would remark, however, that I was a 
little surprised that he should say I had not taken 
pains to inform myself in regard to this matter by 
other means than by consulting with persons in 
the lobby. Sir, if the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has not had behind and around him a whole 
corps of persons with whom he has ,been in 
consultation 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir; but they were not pat- 
entees. 

Mr. HALE. I did not say whether they were 

atentees or not; neither did the Senator from 
Massachusetts. The honorable Senator has not 
answered thee objection which I made. He has 
described a sienallis life-boat, so many feet long, 
and so many feet and inches wide, and so many 
feet deep. am told, by a reference to the Patent 
Office, that exactly such a boat as that described 
in the bill—or so nearly so that it varies only one 
inch—is a boat which has been patented. The 
honorable Senator says that he did not obtain his 
dimensions there, but from an officer of the Navy. 
I have been told—and I have no doubt it is the 
fact—that these are the dimensions of Mr. Fran- 
cis’s life-boat. If it is, then you compel these 
gentlemen to get a metallic life-boat, answering, in 
every particular, to the length, width, and depth 
of Mr! Francis’s life-boat. Well, sir, what makes 
it a life-boat? There is but one metallic life-boat, 
that [ know of, and that is the one having air 
chambers init. Then it seems to me that, by this 
section, as it now stands, you compel all owners 
of steamboats to purchase this very boat. I want 
to strike all that out, and leave it to the owners of 
steamboats, and others concerned, to get the best 
boatsthey can. 1 want to leave them at liberty in 
this respect. I do not want to give them Hob- 
son’s choice—take this or nothing. The honor- 
able Senator, no doubt, got his information from 
somebody who is not a patentee in regard to the 
proper dimensions of this metallic life-boat; but not- 
withstanding that, it appears to me that he has got 
in the bill just precisely such a provision as will 
compel everybody concerned to purchase this boat, 
and no other, whether it should turn out, on in- 
vestigation, to be the best boat or not; and that is 
a provision which T want the Senate to refuse to 
adhereto. Let them have two boats, the best that 
can be found, composed either of metal, or of any 
other material, asthe inspectors may think best. 
But if we are to compel this particular patented 
boat to be used, then say so at once, and right 
out; and do not indicate it by giving the precise 
dimensions of this boat, as well as the material of 
which it is made. . 

But, sir, this bill appears to me to be liable to 
another objection. It provides that there shall be 
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two boats, one of them of a given size, but the other 
may be no larger than the hull of an acorn: 

‘* Every vessel, carrying passengers, shall have at least 
two boats supplied with oars, in good condition at all times 
for service, one of which boats shall be a metallic life- 
boat, fire-proof, of approved model, not less than twenty- 


five feet long, six feet six inches wide, and two feet deep, | 


and in all respects a good, substantial, safe sea-boatycapa- 
ble of sustaining inside and outside fifty persons, witb life- 
lines attached to the gunwale.”’ 


Such is the language of the bill as it now stands. 
Thus, while you have all the dimensions of one 


boat, with a variety of other particulars in regard | 

to what it shall be, there is no description what- | 
ew, { will 

ask the Secretary to read = the desk the amend- 


ever of what the other boat shall be. 


ment as | propose it. 
The amendment was read by the Secretary, as 
follows: 


Strike out of the fourth section, lines four, five, and six, | 


the following words: 
One of which boats shall be a metallic life-boat, fire- 


proof, of approved model, not Jess than twenty-five feet | 


long, six-feet six inches wide, and two feet deep. 


Mr. HALE. Now read that part of the sec- | 
tion as it will read with the omission of these | 


words. 


That portion of the section was accordingly 
read, as follows: 


‘That every such vessel, carrying passengers, shall have 
at least two boats supplied with oars, in good condition at 
all times for service, and in all respects be good, substan- 
tial, safe sea-boats, each capable of sustaining fifty per- 
sons,”’ &e. 


Mr. HALE. Should the Senate see fit to adopt 
this amendment, it will throw the whole thing 


open; it will give the inspectors the discretion of | 
taking what they believe to be the best boats. It | 


may be possible to amend the bill in other re- 
spects, but in regard to these boats I propose to 


give the widest latitude—the world at large—to | 


get these boats from, so that the best may be had, 
and not to confine the selection to this one par- 
ticular boat of the dimensions prescribed in the 
bill. I charge upon the bill that it compels every 
man who owns or sails a steamboat, whether he 
will or not, to purchase the patented life-boat of 


Mr. Francis; and the Senate has already declared | 
that it is not their intention to pass a provision | 


having such a meaning, or that they should be 
compelled to purchase any gene article. But 
if the Senate insist upon the principle that they 
will compel the best article to be bought, whether 
it is patented or not, then I have an argument 
with them as to whether this boat of Mr. Francis 
is the best that can be got. Till that, however, is 
settled, | have nothing in the world to say. I 
think the best way would be to leave the whole 
subject open. 

Mr. DAVIS. I think the Senator from New 
Hampshire does not understand the purpose 
aimed at in drawing this section of the bill. I 
suppose that every steamer which floats carries at 
least one beat; ordinarily, | believe, they carry 
two. This provision requires that they shall have 
two, one of which at least shall be a life-boat, and 
made of metal. I did not undertake to prescribe the 
dimensions of the other boat, for this reason: that 
is the boat in the ordinary use of the vessel, and 
those who navigate the vessel are the best judges 
of the dimensions and character of the boat which 
they wish to employ in daily service. I leave 
that to their judgment, for the very obvious reason 
that they are the best judges of what suits their 
convenience. A boat of the size which the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire intends to provide, 
competent to carry fifty persons, with life-lines 


attached to thegunwales, would be a very inconve- || 


nient boat for the ordinary service of a steamer, 
and therefore it is that I think that portion of the 
billshould not be changed, and that the owners or 
masters of vessels should be left to determine upon 
the size of the boat employed in ordinary service. 

The Senator leaves out of sight the fact that for 
every addition of fifty persons, we require an ad- 
ditional life-boat, except upon the rivers, made to 


carry at least fifty persons. We, however, re- || ment there is no one provision of the bill of more | 
quire but one boat to be metallic, leaving it at the || importance in 


option of those who furnish the boats to have 
them of metal or of wood, only requiring that 
they shall be safe boats, and capable of carryin 

fifty persons. This is putting to a close shi 

enough to sustain life, and you necessarily will 
put a portion of them even then into the water 
upon the life-lines. It was never supposed that 





TH 


2 
| all could, in every case, be sustained by boats, but 
| that the weaker, the children and the females, 
and those who would be incompetent to sustain 
themselves in the water, might take their posi- | 
,ton in the boats. Thevery terms in which the 
provision is expressed show that it will bein many 
cases, and in many circumstances, impossible | 
provision is not large enough for it. The only 
cases in which the life-boat for every fifty persons 
is dispensed with, is upon the rivers, and where | 
the inspectors shall be satisfied that the other pro- 
visions made by the owners are adequate and am- 
ple for the preservation of human life. The 
reason why | do not go on and require an addi- 
tional boat for each addition of fifty persons, in 





|| boats navigating the rivers, is this: [t is said that 
|| it will be an encumbrance to vessels. To vessels 
|, of a large size | am aware that it would be an en- 
| eumbrance to have to carry a life-boat for each of 
_ the fifty passengers on-board. I leave it, there- 
fore, to the judgment of the inspectors who are 
| upon the spot, and who can see what provisions 
| are made for the preservation of life, and who un- 
| derstand that they are required to see that they 
are ample. If they are satisfied with the descrip- 
| tion of means for escape, required by this act, 
then we are content that they shall say that the 
| vessel shall engage in business with other means 
for the preservation of the lives of passengers. 
| But I do think the Senate should make some suit- 
able and adequate provision for the preservation 


| mous; and it is quite time that some provision 
was made for its better protection. Before the 
Senate strikes out the provision requiring a metal- 
lic life-boat, | hope they will consider the matter 
well, and not be carried away with the idea that 
the bill subjects the owners of boats to purchase 
such life-boats as are patented. 1 do not under- 
| stand it so at all. If it was so, 1 should ask to 
| have this very provision struck out. The Sen- 
|| ator from New Hampshire says, that this provis- 
ion will require the purchase of a patented boat. 
|| But what evidence does he bring that it is so? 
He says the dimensions of the boat as described 
in the bill are precisely the same as those of a 
— patented boat. Suppose that is true. 
oes he undertake to say that any man can pat- 
ent the size of a boat?) No man undertakes such 
|athing asthat. That is out of his reach. This 
| size is taken because it is a convenient one for 
_ this particular purpose. 
| I should not have the least objection to varying 
| the dimensions, provided it can be done without 
| impairing the usefulness of the boat. Experience, 
|| | suppose, has shown that a boat of about that 
|| size, is the right kind of boat for passing through 
the surf and be employed in service of this de- 
scription. I have also the word of Mr. Francis 
himself, and made complainingly, too, that the bill 
| does not touch his-patent at all. He is avery re- 
oe man, and he was very anxious that | 
| should embrace his patent. I have tried not to do 
| it; and he says that the bill does not embrace it. 
| He has a boat which is patented, made of corru- 
| gated iron, made in a particular way, by which he 
|| considers the iron is greatly strengthened. He has 
said to me again and again, that the privilege of 
_ making metallic life-boats is open to all the world. 
| That is the way in which I understand it too. 
| There is no purpose of touching the patent of any 
body. I meant to steer clear of the whole of that 
| thing, and I hope the provision will be maintained. 
| Mr. HAMLIN. The Senator from Massachu- 
| setts [Mr. Davis] has stated some of the reasons 
which would induce me to go with him in oppos- 
| ing the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
| New Hampshire. But there are some other rea- 
' sons to which he has not alluded, and to which I 
| will ask the attention of the Senate. 
| The bill has been prepared with great attention 
|, by the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis,} 
and much credit is due to him for the degree of 
| perfection which it now possesses. In my judg- 








rd to the security of public life 
| than that one which provides that steamboats shall 
| be provided with fire-proof boats. If that is 
stricken out 1 know Of no other provision that ma 
| not as well be erased. The ator from New 
Hampshire tells us that he designs to leave the 
matter open; to give to parties the right of compe- 
tition; or in other words, to leave it to the discre- 
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of life, the destruction of which has been enor- | 
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tion of the owners of the boat to say which is the 
| best for the purpose. If the argument of the Sen- 
| ator proves anything it proves altogether too much. 
It simply goes to the extent that you should place 
ho restriction upon those who undertake the busi- 
ness of transporting passengers from place to place, 
| but that he should be allowed to do everything 


' 


|| to save life in the way that it is desirable. The || according to the best mode which his judgment 


may suggest. Now, it is to obviate that very 
| thing that the provisions and penalties in this bill 
| have been provided. It is for the purpose of com- 
pelling those persons who own boats to have them 
| inspected by competent and disinterested persons 
| for the purpose of making them safe for the pub- 
lic. 

If the Senator from New Hampshire had looked 
into the statistics which have been collected in re- 
gard to this matter, he would have found that, in 
nearly one half of those instances in which boats 
have been destroyed by fire, the great loss of life 
has been caused by the want of fire-proof boats; 
and yet, in the face of this, he would leave it open 

| to competition, and there might, after all, beno fire- 
proof boat there, as it might not be in accordance 
with the interests or the wishes of those whe own 
| or sail the boat. I repeat, that this is one of the 
most important roo of the bill. It may not 
be of such vital importance to vessels on our 
rivers as to those upon the ocean and the Inkes; 
but let those who have witnessed or heurd of the 
| sad calamities from fire, where no metallic life- 
boats have been found, answer whether or not 
these boats should be adopted. Sir, we all know 
that the cry of “ fire’? on board a vessel is as 
| horrifying to all on board as is the sound of the 
| breakers on a lee-shore to the ear of the sailor. 


\|| The Senator from New Hampshire would have 


| this provision in regard to metallic life-boats 
| stricken out. He would have no life-boats which 
| are patented. He would not compel those who 
own steamboats to — those life-boats which 
are patented! Very Well, sir; neither would I. 
The Senator will, perhaps, allow me to ask him 
| if, by this amendment, he does not intend so to 
| construct the bill as to have Stanton’s boat? | 
| suppose so. I suppose that the friends of that 
| boat have had the ear of the honorable Senator. 
|| Why did they not go to the Committee on Com- 
| meree, and ask for an investigation, instead of 
| going about the lobbies of the Capitol in this way, 
| for the purpose of getting this provision stricken 
| out? I may be mistaken; but t apprehend that, 
| if the Senator will answer me frankly, he will say, 
| that it was his design to bring in this boat as 
| within the class of boats to be used by the steam- 
| ers. 
The Senator from Massachusetts, | think, has 
| very well answered the objection raised by the 
| Senator from New Hampshire to this provision. 
| | think the Senator from Massachusetts is per- 
| fectly right in the construction put by him on that 
\“portion of the bill, and that there can be no mis- 
take about the correctness of his assertion, that it 
| will not compel the owners of steamers to pur- 
| chase Mr. Francis’s patent life-boat; that boat 
| may be as long, as wide, and as deep as the one 
| which steamboat owners will be obliged to obtain 
| under this law, but those are not the qualities pat- 
| ented by Mr. Francis. In his application for a 
patent, he may have described his boat as being 
of similar dimensions, for aught | know, but that 
is not the thing for which Mr. Francis claims a 
| patent; itis for the material, and the manner in 
| which that material, corrugated iron, is worked 
| into the boat, that he claims the patent, so that if 
| any other person were! to construct a life-boat 
| of plain iron—even though it were of the same 
|| dimensions with Mr. Francis’s boat, yet it would 
| not be an infraction of his patent. The air cham- 
|| bers, and all the other matters which render his 
| boat peculiar, are also described in his application, 
| and every one, on comparing it with this bill, must 
| perceive that it is not the boat described here. 
|| ‘They are both metallic life-boats which are spoken 
| of, it is true, but it is incorrect to suppose that the.* 
metallic life-boat which steamboat propgjetors 
would, in accordance with the terms of the bill, be 
| obliged to procure, is identical with Mr. Francis’s 
|| boat. In reply to the argument of the Senator 
| from New Hampshire, in favor of leaving it to the 
|| discretion of the persons who will have to pur- 
chase, to decide what kind of life-boat they will 
| get, whether metallic, or otherwise, it might be 
|| asked: what necessity is there for imposing any 
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restristions on them at all? Why compel them, | 
by another provision of this bill, to submit for ex- | 


amination by the inspectors, the iron of which the 
boilers are to be made? Why not leave them 


open to purchase the best article in the market, | 


according to their own judgment? Why place any 
restrictions on the manner of constructing the 
boats ? 


There is no provision in the bill of more im- | 


portance, in my opinion, than that which renders 
it compulsory to have a fire-proof life-boat on 
board steamers. That is my view of the matter; 
and I hope that the Senate will reject the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HALE, I rather despair of being under- 
stood by the Senate, if I have failed of being un- 


derstood by so intelligent a gentleman as the | 


chairman of the Committee on Commerce, [Mr. 
Hamuin.] 1 will in the first place, however, an- 
swer his question. 
not spoken to somebody out of the Senate Cham- 
ber; and the inquiry was put with an air that 
seemed to imply that it was a crime, which should 
at least subject a man to the censure of the Senate. 
Now, I have seen in the newspapers accounts of 
persons coming here, who were interested in get- 
ting the ear of members of Congress, and giving 
dinners, and having hampers of champagne come 
by the railroad, and everything of that sort, and 
I have seen accounts of very sumptuous entertain- 
ments, to which members of Congress were in- 


vited by persons interested in matters before Con- | 
gress, and as | have been questioned by the Sen- | 


ator from Maine, I will make a clean breast of it. 


I do not know that I ever dined with any of these | 


pene that come here for the purpose that I 
ave suggested, and as for-ever having drank with 


them, I never did, for I have not tasted a drop | 


of spirits for twenty years; but I believe I did 
once smoke a cigar with a gentleman of that de- 
scription, for 1 recollect that on one occasion 


when I had been smoking With a gentleman, he told | 


me that he was an agent for some patentee, who 
had something before Congress. I admit that a 
gentleman has actually spoken to me—(laughter] 
—~a gentleman has spoken to me on this matter, 
outside of the Senate Chamber. But gentlemen 


have not come to wing my seat on both sides of | 
me for several days, while a matter has been going | 


on; nothing of that sort. 


The Senator seems to suppose that I propose | 


to strike out the provision which requires life- 


will give him. He wants to know whether, if we 
strike out Francis’s life-boat, which is now inthe 
bill, I have not another to offer? I will say that 
«I do not intend to offer any. 
tion to make. If the Committee on Commerce 
will put in a provision which shall secure to the 
public the best safeguards which the inventions of 
science and the discoveries of practical men can 


bring to their purpose, that is all I ask, and all I | 


want. 

i have been peculiarly fortunate in my position 
in the Senate. I have been so well known by the 
outsiders that they never come to me for influence. 
1 recollect that when I was making a speech on 
one oceasion in the State of New Hampshire, I 


remarked that it was a peculiarly fortunate cir- | 


cumstance in my position here that no candidate 
for public favors or public influence ever troubled 
me. A man at once responded, ‘‘ That is true, 
for | went there for an office, and I‘avoided you 
as | would the plague.’? Whatever else I have 
done, in these things géntlemen must exonerate 


me. I have walked as safe from all appeals for | 


such influence as if I was all covered with a lep- 
rous disease, amongst these harpies that come 


here to feed and fatten upon the public Treasury. || 


There is that advantage in-being an Abolitionist 
or a Free-Soiler. 
such vermin as that around you. They will keep 


away from.you, and I will submit to any other | 


charge under heaven but that of having anything 
to de with them, and whenever that charge is 
brought I will tell you my hands are clean. I 
claim no approbation for that, as though I was 
the most virtuous man in the world, but because 
none have been here to apply tome. No man 
having a patent and coming here for a fat job has 
been such a fool as to come to me; he knows 
betier, and goes somewhere else. I claim in this 
matter to stand here, and to have suggested the 


He wants to know if I have | 


I havé no other mo- || 


{Laughter.] You do not have | 
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of applications or offers. Neither myself nor any 
friend that I have on earth, that I know anything 
about, is to be benefited a thousandth part“of a 
hair by this or any other amendment, and the 


| only interest 1 have in it personally, is, that I% 


hope some time or other to go as far South and 
est as I can, with safety, {laughter,| and with- 


from other casualities, and I want the legislation 

of the country, in common with all other citizens, 

to be such as to give equal and impartial protec- 
tion to everybody. 

How can gentlemen, lawyers, educated men— 

men who are familiar with the forms and phrases 

| of common and of legal language, get up here and 


in which the proportions enter into the patent, and 


that he has described it, and then come forward || 
and describe in their bill just exactly sueh a boat | 


|—just so long, just so wide, and just so deep, and 


a metallic life-boat, and no other metallic life-boat | 
being in existence except that one which is pat- | 
ented, how can they tell me that the boat they || 


describe is not the patented boat? I do not believe 
either of these gentlemen can stand up and look 
himself in the face in a mirror and tell himself so. 
{Laughter.} They would feel in a ridiculous po- 


sition if they were to attempt it. It is in the bill, | 


and I want it stricken out; and [ do not wish to 


have anything put in except that which shall best | 


subserve the object of this bill—the safety, and the 
greatest degree of safety, to everybody; and the 
| very pertinacity with which this provision is ad- 
hered to, convinces me with tenfold force of the 
propriety of striking it out. 
Sir, since it has been so fashionable, under such 
high authority, to ask gentlemen if they have not 
, been spoken to outside of the Senate, | would like 
| to ask those honorable gentlemen if they have not 
| been spoken to—talked to?—nothing else. Have 


inside of the Senate? Have not those gentlemen || 


violated the very rules of the Senate, which for- 
bid that there should be whispering and talking, 
/and attending to other business when gentlemen 


| are endeavoring to enlighten them? ([Laughter.] | 


But, sir, all that has beendone. Now, if you are 
going to have a bill for the better security of life 


on board of steamboats, why have it; make a | 
clean thing of it, and do not let it be a bill for the | 


| better security of life, and for other purposes, by | 
boats. No such thing. The Senator asks me a || 
question, and desires a candid answer, which I || 


putting into it a patented life-boat, and thereby 
| make the owner of the boat the richest man in 
| the United States of America. I am willing that 
the bill should assume any shape the Senate may 
|| deem best; but if the Senate go to putting into it 


|then I am ready to go into an argument as to | 
| which is the best article. I want, however, to | 
strike out this provision, and thereby avoid such | 
/adiscussion. All that I propose, as the —_ 
f the || 


will see, is not to insert a single word. 
|| Senate will strike this out, then it would be open 
' to amendment by inserting ‘‘the best life-boat, 
| combining all the qualities of economy and safety 
|| that can be devised,’’ or some such words. What 
|.is the objection to it? Why must the number of 
|feet and inches, and the width and the depth, 


want to include patents, why put them it at once; 
but if you want to strike them out, then strike 
them out so that it shall be clearly seen what is 
| the design of the Senate in this respect. If the 
committee think we should have metallic boats 
| with air-chambers, let us have them; let them 
have the best thing that can be had. But if the 
committee will do’a thing which they say they did 
| not mean to do, and thus put in an article which 
is patented, then I may have an argument as to 
|| which is the best. I will not, however, enter into 
| that now. 1 have as little interest in the matter 
|| as anybody. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have only one word to say in 
reply, and that is, if the Senator from New Hamp- 
|, shire believes that we require that the life-boat 
| should, in all cases, be of the exact dimensions 
'| described in the bill, he is mistaken. All that we 
| require is, that the life-boat shall not be of a less 
|| size than that mentioned. The object was to in- 
| sure the employment of boats of such a class as 
|| would be capable of performing the important 
|| duties contemplated. Peer ey be as much 
|| larger than the size descri 


aa em 


out danger from accidents upon steamboats and | 


tell me, that if a man has got a patent life-boat, | 


they not been talked to outside of the Senate and || 


a patented article, on the ground that it is the best, | 


which are here mentioned, be adhered to? If you | 


as parties may | 


—— ——— 


views which I did without any sinister influences i choose; in that respect, it is not my intention to 


|| impose any limits,and the bill was never so de- 
|| signed. 

| r. RUSK. The adoption of the amendment 
| of the Senator from New Hampshire would de- 


|| prive this billof a large portion of its merits. I 
‘| venture the assertion that an examination into 
statistics will show that in all the accidents which 
have happened to steamers near shore, by far the 
greater proportion of deaths has been caused by 
the want of means to reach shore, rather than from 
any other cause; yet, the Senator from New 
Hampshire requires us to strike out the absolute 
requirement which the bill imposes on the owners 
and navigators of st rs to provide a life-boat 
for the purpose of ca g off the passengers in 
|| case of fire or wreck, and he assumes that these 
life-boats are patented, and that the bill is intended 
to cover the patent. The only proof which he 
has brought in support of this assumption, still 
put forward by the Senator in spite of the thrice- 
reiterated declaration of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that the bill does not touch the patent— 
is the assertion that the bill describes a boat of the 
same size as that which Mr. Francis is said to 
| have patented. But that argument now drops 
'| from under him, for it is evident that the bill does 
|, not require that the life-boat shall be of the exact 
| dimensions therein set forth; as the Senator from 
|| Massachusetts has clearly shown the dimensions 


| 
| 
| 
j 
{ 


| 


}, mentioned constitute merely tae minimum size of 
| the boats; and 1 would rather trust to the sober 
|| judgment of the Senator from Massachusetts than 
| to the mere instinct of the Senator from New 
|, Hampshire. I hope that this provision of the bill 
'| will not be destroyed by the amendment of the 
|| honorable Senator. 
| The Senator from New Hampshire has chosen 
} to make here a confession laudatory of himself, 
|| and to that there can be, of course, no objection. 
|, But the Senator has also alluded to gentlemen now 
| in the Senate Chamber, whom we have seen here 
for several days past, and whom I hope we shall 
see, until this bill is perfected. The Senator has 
seen fit to cast reflections on those gentlemen; but, 
sir, | know them, and I tell the honorable Senator 
from New Hampshire, that neither he nor I need be 
ashamed of possessing as good a character as any 
|| one of these gentlemen. They have no patents. 
They have been sent here by the respectable people 
ofthe Western country, whoare interested in steam- 
boat navigation, and whose lives are constantly 
|| exposed to danger, in consequence of the want of 
| some degree of caution; selected as intelligent men 
who have been engaged in steamboat navigation 
themselves, and thoroughly conversant with the 
subject, and one of whom for thirty-five years 
|| acted as commander of a steamboat, during which 
time, to his honor be it said, not a single accident 
'| occurred to him. His character may be taken as 
a standard by which to judge of the whole of these 
gentlemen. Sir, their character would not suffer 
by a comparison with that of anybody; their ob- 
ject in coming here is highly laudable; they come 
ere full of experience, which they are desirous of 
|| communicating tothe Legislature for the purpose of 
conferring a benefit on the whole community; and, 
allow me to say to the honorable Senator from 
New Hampshire, that there would have been less 
talk about this bill if he and I knew as much 
| about steamboating as these gentlemen do, and if 
| we had had as much consultation with them as 
the Senator from Massachusetts has had. 
| Mr. BRODHEAD. I made the inquiry which 
I suggested the other day in regard to this section 
without consulting any one. ‘It seems to me, 
however, that the difference between the views of 
the Senator from New Hampshire and those of 
| the Senator from Massachusetts can be easily ad- 
justed. The Senator from New Hampshire thinks 








| 
| 
| 
| that a certain life-boat called Francis’s life-boat 
| would be favored if the section passes as it is now. 
|| The Senators from Massachusetts and Maine are 
|| of a different opinion. I would een to amend 
|| the bill by adding at the end of t 
| the following proviso: 

Provided further, That this section shall not be so cons 


strued as to compel the purchase or use of the boat known 
as Francis’s life- boat. 


With such a proviso as that I think there can 
be no objection to the section. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have no objection to that 
amendment at all, provided that if instead of using 


is fourth section 
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the name of Mr. Francis you should use the | 
words ‘‘ any patented life-boat.”’ !} 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Iam quite willing to shape | 
the proviso so as to meet the wishes of the Senator | 
from Massachusetts. It will then read: 


, 

And provided further, That this section shall not be so || 
construed as to compel the purchase of any patented life- | 
boat. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, [Mr. Norais.] |) 
The question must first be taken on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, unless it be withdrawn. 

The question was taken on the motion to strike 
out, and it was decided in the negative. 

The question then recurred on the adoption of | 
the proviso, and it was afffeed to. 

r. CHASE. I ask leave to introduce an 
amendment, to come in at the forty-ninth line of || 
the first clause of the ninth section, after the 
word ‘‘accommodations.”’ It is to insert the 
words “(for her crew and.”’ It will then read, 
‘* suitable accommodations for her crew and for 
passengers.” 

The object of the amendment is simply to re- 
quire the inspectors—as they are required to as- 
certain that there are suitable accommodations for 
deck passengers, to ascertain also that there are | 
suitable accommodations for the crews of boats. 
I have consulted with the Senator from Massa- | 
chusetts, who has the charge of the bill, and he | 
has no objection to the amendment. It seems to || 
me to be of considerable importance to provide for | 
this class of men, who are worthy of considera- | 
tion, and who are not provided for in the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEYER. When this bill was before the | 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, the words || 
‘* or spirits’’ were inserted in the tenth line of the 
sixth seetion, after the‘word ‘‘ oil,’’ so as to make 
it read ‘‘oil or spirits af turpentine.”’ I move to 
amend by striking out the words “or spirits.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. T Gheleon that in section 
eighteen, as the bill is now printed with the 
amendments, there are two distinct offenses cre- || 
ated against the policy of the act; the one is the |, 
making of steamboat boilers out of other iron | 
than that required to be stamped and inspected, 
and the other is for counterfeiting the stamp or 
meets eae by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. In the first instance the penalty is only one 
hundred dollars, and in the next it is five hundred 
dollars, and an imprisonment not exceeding two 

ears. I move to amend the eighteenth section 

y striking out the word ‘‘one,” and inserting 
‘* five,”’ so as-to make the penalty in the first in- 
stance equal in this respect to the penalty in the 
next. My object in offering the amendment is 
this: By the nineteenth section, the penalty is five 
hundred dollars, and an imprisonment not exceed- 
ing two yoares for any person counterfeiting the 
stamp. It seems to me that the penalty attached 
to both of these delinquencies ought to be the || 
same. For the making of a boiler with unstamped 
iron, the penalty is one hundred dollars—a pen- 


} 


—— 


| 


prehensive as any specimen of human legislation 


there is any one provision which is of paramount 
importance, it is that which regulates the quality | 
and tenacity of the iron out of which boilers are | 
to be made, and prescribes the pressure to which 
itis to be subjected. Now, the penalty for the 
construction of a boiler out of inferior iron is only 
one hundred dollars, and my objection to it is, that 
being so low, the owner ofa boat may disregard | 
it, and construct his boiler of the cheaper iron, 
and then make a clear money speculation, even if | 
subjected to the penalty. I am sure that it must 
be the object of the Senate, in perfecting this bill, 
to sapere, as much as possible, that kind of 
barter by which we have heretofore exchanged 
human life for mere money. Itis a grievance of 
which all engaged in Western commerce have 
complained, that the manufacturers of boliers and 
engines, and the owners of steamboats, have too 
often sacrificed human life from motives of pecu- 
hiary advantage. 

I have in my hand a statement, which I presume 
is reliable, which shows how little effect the pen- 
alty proposed in this section may have: 


‘< Section sixteen prevides that any person making a 





| rendered in perfecting this bill—will agree with me 


| lated, and the fine incurred, and still a speculation | 
| be made. The difference in the cost of the infe- || [ will not detain the Senate in objecting to, the 


| concluding words, ‘‘ according to the aggravation 


| court; otherwisea man might be fined $10,000 and 


| teenth section it is provided, that if any person 


: || actly; that is, in cases where there shall be a false 
alty totally inadequate to carry out the regulations || certificate. So it is throughout the act. 


made in the bill. Sir, if there beany one provision || Mr.DAVIS. The section that the Senator pro- || qualifications. The result will be that the ins 
in the bill—and I think in its details it is as com- || poses to amend, is the only exception. 
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inder boiler weighs about eight thousand pounds. Cheap : . ; _ 
and inferior iron costs from one to one and a half cents per and might claim my voteon the consideration that 


: ' af ema c 
boiler of uninspected !ron, shall forfeit $100! A large cyl- | the bill. Jt appears to be popular in the Senate, 
pound less than the best iron. A person, therefore, con- || itis an object of national importance, that seems 


| tracting to build a boiler, could, under the penalty of this |, to have been duly considered by the committee to 


law, mane sromer by putting in the most ead iron, and || which it was referred. 
ying the fine, even supposing that he was forced to pay it | . . . . 
on case. In every case where he was not foreed to pay || Vote against it with a great deal of reluctance and 
it, his profit would be the additional $100, Itis mnitiet; || regret. But, sir, it is not the first attempt of the 
therefore, that this provision as it stands, will virtually de- } kind which has been made by legislation. Jtis 
i 


conn ni at © ae inet ae far, oa siny ) an attempt to amend the act of 1538, which had 
y 0 ec ed. 1 penalty certainiy | : : TT ~ 
should be greater than that in section ouvedioed; for coun. | f0F its object the preservation of life on board of 


terfeiting the stamp, and a stiil heavier puaishment should | vessels propelled by steam. I think that this bill, 
be inflicted on all persons using boilers made of unstawped || of course, is much better than that, bat still thas 
iron.” || it is not calculated to attain the great object pro- 

I think it is manifest that the object sought io be || posed. If it were a sectional matter, if it referred 
obtained by this bill will be bost, unless the pen- || only toone portion of the country and reeeived the 
alty is not higher in this case. The penalty for || approbation of Senators from that portion, I should 


On that account I shall 


| counterfeiting a stamp is $500, and | thmk should ] feel still greater reluctance to saying one word in 
| be as much. My object in making the amend- || opposition to it; but it is national, and applies as 
| ment is merely to increase the penalty, and | think | 


j well to vessels navigated by steam upon the At- 
the Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. Davis,} to || lantic waters and the Atlantic ocean, as upon the 
| explosions rarely occur, as to that class on the 
that the penalty is totally inadequate, inasmuch as || Western waters where they are of frequent and 
it appears that the provision may not only be vio- || disastrous occurrence. 


Independent of some of the minor details, which 


1 
. . | ; 
| whom I feel much obliged for the service he has || Western waters—as well to vessels among which 
| 
1} 


rior iron and that which the bill requires will more || main ebjection | have to the bill is upon the pria- 
than cover the penalty. I hope the Senator from || ciple of making the safety of the passengers depend 
Massachusetts will agree to the amendment, as | || immediately upon the will of the inspectors to be 
think it is entirely reasonable. | appointed. As the matter is adjusted now, the 
Mr. DAVIS. The Senator has not mistaken || self-interest of steamboat owners and steamboat 
my view ofthe matter at all. He has satisfied || companies is placed between the traveling com- 
my mind that he is right, and I hope the amend- || munity and the disasters. The self-interest of 
ment may be adopted. if He steamboat owners prompts them to have good 
The amendment was agreed to. boats, good boilers, and good machinery. in order 
Mr. DESAUSSURE. I move to amend the || to establish a good reputation for theic boats. The 
fortieth section of the bill, by striking out the || bill before us contemplates not only that no regis- 
|| ter, no license, no enrollment, shall be granted 

of the offense,’’ in order to insert some definitive || to any vessel hereafter built, but that no shipping 
peualty. As the section stands, it reads thus: || articles, no manifests, no crew list, for any vessel 
«That any inspector who shall, upon any pretense, re- engaged in the trade, coastwise or ina foreign 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| ceive any fee or reward for services rendered uuder this act, || trade, shall be given to them, or, in short, that no 


except what is herein allowed to him, shall forfeit his 
office” — 


This is all right. 


|| steam vessel shall clear out, coastwise or other- 
—*‘ And if found guilty on indictment, be otherwise pun- 

| 

| 


wise, from any custom-house, until the examina- 
tion attempted to be provided for shall have been 
made and the certificate given. If it were possible 
that such an examination could be made by com- 
That is too indefinite. It is a wise and humane |) petent persons, it would be a great object to be at- 
principle of legislation, that the penalty should || taped; but it is upon the established fact that such 
never be left indefinite. The Constitution, it is || an examination as is contemplated is pot really 


| 


ished, according to the aggravation of the offense.”’ 


| true, prescribes that excessive fines or unusual |} provided for, and cannot be attained, that I shall 


punishments shall not be inflicted; but that is the || vote against the bill. Here are examinations to 
only restriction here, upon the discretion of the || be made by some fifieen or twenty or more inspect- 
|| ors, who are to be political appointees, appointed 
be imprisoned ten years under the clause. I think || by collectors of the customs—every collector differ- 
it will be better to adopt the course pursued in |) ing in his particular notions as to the qualifications 
other parts of the bill; for example, in the nine- || necessary in an inspector—every collector regard- 
| 
| 


ing the machinery and the boat in a different light, 
shall counterfeit the marks prescribed by the Sec- || and one collector regarding one system of machi- 
retary of the Treasury for inspected boiler iron, || nery and one kind of boiler as the safest, and 
he shall be liable to a fine notexceeding $500, and | another collector preferring a different kind; each 
imprisonment not exceeding two years. making the appointments in accordance with his 
And again: in the twenty-ninth section the same || own notions of the safety of the lives of the pas- 
provision, as to the punishment, is contained ex- || sengers. These collectors are not chosen with 
|| reference to such appointments. They arechosen 

with reference to another and different class of 
— 


| ors will be the friends of the collectors; perhaps 


Y l J n|| Mr. DE SAUSSURE.. I think it would be |} their relations; at all events their political asso- 
that { have ever heard discussed in this Hall—if || better to amend it, and make the punishment de- 


ciates, and like other appointments made, as the 
| finitive. inspectors of the customs, &c., they will all be 
| Mr. DAVIS. What amendment does theSen- || made no doubt.on political considerations. 
_ator propose? Then,the bill.contempiates that the inspectors of 
| Mr. DESAUSSURE. 1 propose to insert, in || boilers and hulls shall go on the boais after the 
the place of that which | move to strike out; the || hulls have beef daid, aad the machinery put into 
| words ‘‘ by fine or imprisonment: Provided, such || its place, and satisfy themselves that the boilers 
| fine shall not exceed dollars, and such im- || are of the best form, and the machinery and hull 
prisonment not exceed —— months.” _ best adapted for the purpose in view, If we could 
Mr. DAVIS. I would suggest that, instead of || find any man upon earth, or any set of men, suf- 
| striking out the words ‘according to the aggra- || ficiently skilled in this matter to examine the boiler 
| vation of the offense,’’ to add to them the words || after having been placed in the vessel, and teil, 
‘* by fine not exceeding dollars, andimprison- || from an external exantination, that it was the 
ment not exceeding months.”’ | best, that it contained no flaw, no defect; and if 
Mr. DE SAUSSURE.. Iam very willing to do || we could attain this’ object, which every engineer 
that. My amendment then will be to add to the || and machinist on the face of the earth will tell you 
section the words ‘‘ by fine not exceeding $500, || is impossible, we do not even stopthere. We re- 
or imprisonment not exceeding six months, or || quire them to go further, and see that the machi- 
both.”’ | nery hereafter to be made, boilers hereafter in- 
The amendment was agreed to. | vented, and the various appliances to steam ma- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no || chinery, are to be the very best that could be 
further amendment proposed, the question will be, || adopted. They are to be satisfied, and, upon their 
Shall the bill be engrossed and read a third time? | being satisfied, is every inventor to depend for the 
Mr. MALLORY. It is with a great deal of || application of his machinery. There is no appeal 
| regret that I find myself constrained to vote against || from the inspecter’s decisions. Here is a man 
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who builds a boat on anew and improved plan, or || of the bill, in my opinion, is wrong; therefore, I | 
with a new and improved boiler; here is the com- || 


petition which it is the policy of the country and | 
of the age to encourage; but he must satisfy the 

political appointees—the inspectors—that his ma- 

chinery, which has never before been used but by | 
himself—a pure invention of his own, for which 

he alone deserves credit, of which no other man | 
knew anything—thatit is the best, or he cannot 
get a certificate, cannot go to sea, and his vessel is 
useless to him. ‘To carry out the intention of the 
bill, you have got to suppose that the inspectors 
are the purest men; dnd bur reriinest does not 
proceed on that ground. In the making of ap- 
pointments, the Government proceeds upon the 
ground that human nature is corruptible, and the 
very highest office to the lowest has thrown around 
it ten thousand shields in the shape of bonds. | 
These men are to be placed in a station holding | 
more power over the great steaming interests of 

the country than any set of men have ever pos- 

sessed in this country. Lask you, if it is nota 

power peculiarly liable to beabused? It is a mat- 

ter purely discretionary. There is no responsi- 

bility far an error. If they say a certain boiler is | 
not applicable to the machinery, a boiler that was | 
never tested, never tried, how is their discretion to 
be brought to the question? They are clearly not 
responsible for it. Here is a position of great re- 


| 


i 


shall vote against it. ~ 
Mr. DAVIS. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. _ 


' 
' 


reply to the Senator from Florida. He seems not | 


to know that the law of discretion has been the 


law long enough, and that all these mischiefs have | 


come up under it. He seems to overlook another 


fact. 


does he not know that that has always existed, as | 


under the common law, for negligence and care- 


lessness, at all times and under all circumstances? || 
| And has it proved enough? 


Is it adequate ? 


Mr. MALLORY. 


1 will answer the Senator, | 
| by saying that he misconceives me entirely. | 


There have been Various attempts made in the | 


Siates to reach this object. 


In the State of Ala- | 


bama they have made it murder in the engineer— | 


punishing by death for explosion, where negli- 
gence could reach him. 
negligence upon the engineer. 


But you can never fix | 
My proposition is || 


to make him responsible, negligence or no negli- | 


gence. 


Not only responsible for not having ex- | 


| ercised due diligence, but for all explosions of | 
steam. 


| amination of it, 
|| L have not felt qualified to do so. 


sponsibility; a position that may be abused to a || 


greater extent than that of any other trust 1 know 
of in this Government. The salary to be given 
to these men is $1,500 a year. That will not ob- 
tain the most scientific knowledge upon the sub- 
ject, and, with due deference to what was ob- 
served the ather day—for there seems to be great 
reason in it, that this small salary will get men 
from the workshops, and that they are the men 
whom we want—I would say we do want such 
men; but we want men, at the same time, com- | 
bining with practical kno 


edge a scientific educa- || 


tion; possessed with that knowledge which the || 


officers in the British Navy possess; men who | 


first stood at the desk, and then practiced in the || 


machine shops, to apply themselves to the practi- 
cal knowledge of machinery. 


The objection, then, that 1 have to the bill is, || 


that it puts a stop at once to all aes It 
proceeds upon a wrong principle. 

make this objection, I do not wish to make a long 
speech upon the subject. 
gestions as the reasons which shall govern my 
vote, and as showing the principle which I would 
adopt. Senators will recollect that the rigid rules 
of the common law, before the laws regulating 
common carriers were relaxed, held the carriers 
responsible for the goods in their charge to the 
utmost extent. It was no excuse that they were 
set upon by robbers. They had to pay for the 
goods, Sir, the safety of passengers in this coun- | 
try is of as great importance as was the property 
of men in that awe before these rules were relaxed. 
I would say, then, pursue this principle: At the 
time a register or enrollment is granted to steam- | 
ers, demand of the owners a bond to respond in 
damages, and hold them accountable for all losses 
that may accrue from the explosion of boilers; 
and let them select what means they please as to | 
the boate or machinery. Leave competition en- | 
tirely open. 
cock, or valve, or a pump of any particular form | 
aml construction, and of such a length. Give 
them the widest field for competition. 
select any machinery they please, but hold them | 
responsible for all losses that may ensue from 
explosions. Why is it that explosions occur so 
rarely on the Atlantic waters? We scarcely ever 
hear of one of them. What is it, unless it be on | 


account of the greater care exercised in the selec- || 


tion of officers and engineers who navigate the | 
boats? It is well known that on the 
waters the promotion is from the fireman to the | 
engineer, and that the engineers possess merely | 
the practical knowledge gained as firemen. It is | 
not so upon the Northern and upon the Atlantic 

waters, The engineers there are scientific men, | 
as well as those who have practically acquired an | 
education upon that subject. My objection, then, 

to the bill is, that it makes the judgment of the 

inspectors—the political appointees—the test of | 
every other man’s merits, and substitutes their | 
judgment and mere discretion for the self-interest | 


which the passengers now have between these and || 


{| 


the owners of the boat. The whole philosophy 


Mr. BORLAND. 
in respect to this bill. 
I have not examined its details. 
Ido know, 
however, that very serious evils exist in the steam 


It has long 


property that those evils should be corrected. All 


[t has been before us the 


I have a few words to say | 
I shall not go into an ex- | 


|| miles. 
navigation of the region of country in which I || 
| live—the great Mississippi valley. 
| been indispensable to the safety of our lives and || 


|| legislation heretofore has failed to correct them. | 
| We have now before us a bill which proposes to | 
|| accomplish that object. 
|| whole session, and has been examined and elab- 


orated, | apprehend, more patiently, thoroughly, | 


‘| and faithfully than any bill ever was before in the 


Senate of the United States. I repeat, | have not 


the practical knowledge of the subject which would | 


qualify me to examine and pass upon the details 
of the bill. 


aration at the hands of the Senators who have 
devoted themselves most patiently and assiduously 
to it, but those Senators have had, during their 


advice of the most respectable, intelligent, and 


| experienced steamboat commanders and engineers 


I throw out these sug- || 
y || gentlemen are personally known to me, and have |. 
been ever since I have resided in the Western | 

| country, now sixteen years. 


which this country has produced. Some of those 


Their characters, 
both as individuals and as professional men, are the 
very highest; and | am satisfied that no one resid- 


ing in the Mississippi valley, who has resided there || 
| for the last ten or twelve years, would hesitate to |! 


take their judgment and opinions as the best au- 
thority that could be given. It has been with 


|| their adviee and assistance—under their patient 


| and careful supervision—that the Committee on 


| Commerce have framed this bill. 
rely upon those who have prepared this bill with | 
' entire confidence. 


For myself, | 


If it be not perfect, and shall 
not answer the purpose for which it is designed, it 


is my opinion, that in the present state of knowl- || 


| edge on the subject, it is impossible to make one 


Do not bind them to select a stop- || 


Let them || 


that will answer the purpose. That it has defects 
we must suppose; for all the works of human 
hands and human brains have defects; but I be- 
lieve this—and I believe it on the faith which I 
have in those who have made it—to be the most 
perfect that ever has been made, and the most per- 


_ fect that can be made at the present day. 


i 
i{ 
ii 


| eminently qualified to construct a bill to remedy 


| 


estern || 


All the gentlemen to whom I allude | consider 


the evils which we have suffered. They know 
what those evils are, and they know, if any one 
can know, how to cure them. Without dispar- 
agement to any of the others, I take occasion to 


allude particularly to one, who has been alluded | 
to by the Senator from Texas, and who was among | 
_ the very first that ever navigated a steamboat upon | 
_ the Ohio and Mississippi rivers. He began there | 


as far back as 1817—the fourth in the business— 


and until the last year has constantly been occu- || 


pied in the business. His career has been most 


| wonderful; it has been one which will hand down 


his name to the latest posterity with the highest 
honors; for his has been a most responsible posi- 
tion, involving the care of the life and property of 
millions; and during that time—thirty-five years— 
not a single accident ever happened to life or prop- 


But this [ do know, that not only has | 
it passed through careful examination and prep- | 





| 


erty while under hiscare. Such aman is Captain 


|| Shalleross, of Louisville, Kentucky. Now, when 
I have but a word to say in | 


a gentleman of that character and experience®—a 
man respected by all who know him in the com- 
munity where he lives, and along a line of fifteen 
bundred miles of river navigation, to which his 


|| life has been devoted uninterruptedly for thirty- 
if a simple liability were sufficient, why, |) 


five years—whose character as a man, as an en- 
| giheer, and as a steamboat commander, is with- 
| out spot or blemish, but is indorsed, and estab- 
| lished aiid commended to us by a career of so pro- 
tracted, and of such unparalleled success, without 
a single failure, comes forward and tells me this is 
right, I should consider myself, or any man no 
better qualified, presuming a great deal to ques- 
tion his judgment of actical question in his 

profession, and scarcely less than criminal to op- 
| pose obstacles in the way of what he tells me will 
protect the lives and property of our citizens—of 
the millions who travel with their families, and 
who transport their property by hundreds of mil- 
lions on our great rivers. 

For these reasons I take this bill as it is, be- 
lieving it to be the best that can be made, and that 
it is to confer great benefits upon the country in 
_ which I reside. I, like many others, have a direct 

personal interest in all this. I, with my family, 
, have to travel upon our rivers for thousands of 
The life of myself and of my family is at 
stake; and | am for availing myself of all the safe- 
guards that can be thrown around me and mine, 
and not only around me and mine, but around all 
my constituents and fellow-citizens. I therefore 
accept this bill not only with satisfaction, but 
with feelings of the highest admiration and grati- 
tude to those who have prepared it. I did hope 
that it would have passed the body.without a dis- 
senting voice. I think the gratitude of the whole 
| country is due to its authors. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senate will pardon me for 
saying thus publicly, in behalf of the committee, 
and more especially of myself, that we feel under 

| the greatest obligation to all thé gentlemen, both 
captains of boats and engineers, who have ten- 
dered their services here in obedience to instruc- 
tions from their fellow-citizens, and who have 


|| rendered the greatest possible aid to us in the 
|| labors, the assistance, the suggestions, and the || 


nd whew I || 


preparation of the bill. 
he question was taken,-and the bill was 


|| ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


SALES OF RESERVED LANDS. 


On the motion of Mr. FELCH, the Senate 
proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 


|| sider the bill ** to authorize the sale of reserved 


| lands, and for other purposes.”’ 

It proposes to enact that in all cases where 
lands have been or may hereafter be reserved for 
military, naval, or other purposes, and when the 
Secretary of the proper Department shall certify 
/that such lands are no longer required by the 
| Government for public purposes, the President of 
| the United States may cause the same to be sold 
under the laws which may be in force at the time 
for the disposal of public lands, or under such 
special regulations as he may prescribe: Provided, 
however, That no reémption right shall attach to 
| any such lands. Thesecond section provides that 
| where improvements have been or may be made 
| on any lands, by societies or individuals, under 
the authority of the Government, such societies 


|| or individuals shall be entitled to a preémption to 


| 





the tracts of land so improved by them, at the 
| then minimum price, not exceeding in extent the 
uantity of a quarter section: Provided, however, 
Phat when two or more such societies or individ- 
uals may have improved the same tract of land, 
and it cannot be divided so as to secure to them 
their respective improvements, they shall be per- 
mitted to enter the same, each in proportion to 
the extent and value of his improvement, and the 
patent shall issue for the whole tract, describing 
the interest of each therein. 
Mr. FELCH. The object of this bill is to 
cause the sales of reserved lands, when the reser- 
vation shall be removed, to be made in the same 
manner as sales of other public lands of the Uni- 


|| ted States are now made, under the direction of 


| the Secretary of the Interior. At the present time 
lands which are reserved for military purposes are 
| subject to sale only by the Secretary of War— 
| those reserved for naval purposes only by the Sec- 
retary of the Navy. This occasions a very great 
inconvenience, pit both Departments have joined 
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in a letter to the Commissioner of Public Lands, i 
recommending that wherever the reservation is | 
removed the lands shall be administered under 
such officers as now have charge of the general 
miblic domain. That is the general object of the | 
il. There is a proviso in the first section that | 
no preémption right shall attach to any of the said || 
lands. I move to amend the proviso by adding to || 
it the following: 

In virtue of any settlements made prior to the time of | 
the offering at public sale of the same under this act. | 

The object is to emlirace these reservations 
within the same rules as the present public do- 
main. 


The amendment was ee to. | 
8 | 
| 








Mr. FELCH. The seCond section of the bill 
is designed to provide a preémption right to some 
missionary societies—I think -there are now five 
of them—established under the direction and au- || 
thority of the United States Government, with || 
their buildings upon the land. This is merely to || 
give them a preémption right to one hundred and 
sixty acres of land in such cases. But lest the | 
section, as it now stands, should be misconstrued, 
and be applied to other purposes and other inter- 
ests, I wish to amend it so as to make it more 
definite. I therefore move to strike out the words 
** societies or individuals,’’ where they first occur, 
and insert the words ‘religious or missionary 
societies, or their agents.”” To correspond with 
that, [ move to insert, instead of the word“ in- || 
dividuals,’’ where the phrase ‘‘ societies or indi- | 
viduals”? next occurs, thé words, ‘their agents | 
in their behalf, and for their use;’’ and where the | 
word ** individuals’’ next occurs in the phrase, to | 
strike it out and insert ‘‘ their agents.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to, the bill was 
reported to the Senate as amended, the amendments 
were concurred in, and the bill was ordered to be | 
engrossed for a third reading. 

EMILY H. PLUMMER. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. 1 would be pleased if the 
Senate would take up the bill for the relief of 
Emily H. Plummer, reported by the Committee | 
on Pensions. I move to postpone the previous | 
orders, and take it up. 

The motion was agreed to, The bill was ac- | 
cordingly read a second time, and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to require the Secretary of the In- | 
terior to place the name of Emily H. Plummer, | 
widow of the late Captain Samvel M. Plummer, | 
of the United States Army, upon the pension roll, | 
and pay her for five years a pension amounting to 
half the pay per month to which her husband was 
entitled at the time of his death—the pension to | 
commence from March 9th, 1852. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Since this bill was re- | 
ported, the lady for whose benefit it is intended | 
died, leaving two children—one four and the other 
five years old. I therefore propose to amend the 
bill by striking out ‘Emily H. Plummer, widow,”’ 
and inserting *‘ Joseph Morton Plummer and Mary 
Reynolds Plummer, minor children’’—striking | 
out **her’’ and inserting ‘‘ them’’—striking out 
** her husband” and inserting ‘‘ their father.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was referred to the Senateas amended, 
the amendments were concurred in, and the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

And then, on motion, the Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, July 12, 1852. 


The House met at eleven o’clock, a.m. Prayer | 
by the Rev. C. M. Buruer. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Louisiana propose that it shall come out of the 
morning hour ? 

Mr. St. MARTIN. No. Task that the bill may 
be considered before proceeding to the execution 
of the order in relation to the morning hour. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the time is to come out of 
the regular business part of the day, | must ob- 
ject. Ifitis to come out of the morning hour, I 


| have no objection. 


Mr. OLDS. elf it is to come out of the morning 


| hour, I must object. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I hope there 
will be no objection to accommodating a gentle- 
man who has consumed so little of the time of the 


| House in any way. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. _ Is the object of 


Mr. St. NV 


now. 


Mr. JOHNSON. Then I object. 


WASHINGTON CITY GUARDS. 


Mr. GENTRY. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to present a resolution which will 
occupy but two minutes, and to which [am sure 
there can be no objection from any part of the 
House. I am informed by our pages, that some 
of them, and other youths of this city, have formed 


ARTIN. I wish to have it acted on 


| a juvenile military company. They have applied 
to the Secretary of War for arms, but he informs | 
them that he has no legal authority to give them | 


authority: 


Congress assembled, ‘That the Secretary ot War be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to loan to the Washington City Guards 
such small arms as he may consider suitable for a juvenile 
company. 


Mr. STANLY. If the gentleman will put in 
their hands a spelling-book and a prayer-book, | 
have no objection, but | object to the arms. 

Mr.GENTRY. I move to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order during 
the morning hour. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I call for the regular 
order of business. 


NEWSPAPER POSTAGE RATES. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is on 
recommitting the bill in regard to the postage on 
newspapers. 

Mr. OLDS. 1 desire to repeat a notice which 
I gave to the House a day or two since, that the 


route bill. It is nearly finished, and | propose to 
report it very soon. I trust that members will 


are correctly inserted, as there is sometimes a dif- 
ficulty in understanding names. 


bill, and 1 wish to say to the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. Wasusvrn,] that if he will change 


within the Sthtes, I have no objection to it. 


| riously on the revenues of the Department. I 
| now withdraw the amendment which I proposed 


words ‘* with one half of the foregoing rates’”’— 





The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER stated as the business before 
the House, the consideration of bill No. 144, to | 
amend an act entitled **An act to reduce and | 
modify the rates of postage in the United States, 
and for other purposes,’’ and that the pendin 
question was on the motion to recommit the bill 


in this section. 


Mr. CARTTER. From very brief reflection 
upon the subject, I am opposed to the distinction 
made upon State lines, and also to the distinction 
made in the weight of newspapers. The distinction 
made in the weight of the papers appears to me to 


any. lask the unanimous consent of the House | 
to offer the following resolution, granting him that 


Post Office Committee is now Seer the post 
> 


I now withdraw the motion to recommit the 


| Mr. WASHBURN. [I indicated on Saturday 

that I should offer an amendmentof that kind, for 
| I understand perfectly well, that if there is not an 
amendment of that character, it will operate inju- 


| on Saturday, and offer the following, to come in 
| the first section of the bill as amended, after the 


Provided, That all newspapers and periodicals not 
weighing over two ounces, when sent to actual subscribers 
within the States where such newspapers and periodicals 
are published, shall be entitled to the reduction provided for 


E CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| the gentleman from Louisiana to have the bill re- | 
ferred or to 1 it upon its passage ? 


| 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in | 


visit the committee room and see that their routes | 


his amendment which he offered on Saturday last, || 
so as to confine it to the circulation of newspapers 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. || terial upon which the matter is printed, and against 
Mr. St. MARTIN. [ask the unanimous con- || the good quality of the matter itself. Again, I do 
sent of the House that a bill from the Senate, now || not understand the economy of patronizing the in- 
upon the Speaker’s table, in relation to the deep- || terior, if this relates to city papers, with poverty of 
ening of the passage of the Mississippi river, may || literature, or poverty in the art through which 1t is 
be taken - | conveyed. Sievers to me, that if a distinc- 
Mr. OLDS. Will the time consumed on that || tion is to be made at all, that distinction ought to 
bill come out of the morning hour? \| be a patronage of the best quality of papers. I 


| 
} 
| 
|| bea distinction against the good quality of the ma- 
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understand that the large weeklies of the East can- 
not reach the constituencies of the West under the 
provisions of this bill, except by the impomtion of 
a higher tax. I do not know whether | am right 
or wrong in thie, but I suppose it to be the case. 
Sir, what is the reason assigned for the introduc- 
tion of this distinction? It is that the patronage 
@ this description of matter, by a uniform postage 
running from one State into another, is prejudicial 
to the local circulation of the eountry press at 
home. Well, sir, if this arcument be true, you 
have the full force of it in its very worst aspect 


by providing for an inferior character of paper. 


Now, sir, 1 had the honor of introducing the 
amendment by which the country sheet is now 
circulated free of postage, within the county in 
which it is published. That was thought, at that 
time, necessary, in order to keep the country press 
alive. Butl am not to be told that you will do 


; that by rejecting the papers of good quality, as it 


is proposed to reject ithere. If you propose to 
transmit to the country intelligence from abroad, 
give us intelligence worthy of transmission, and 
give us those sheets that recommend, by their ex- 
ample, emulation in the country press. There is 
another thing in reference to this matter, which, it 
seems to me, is wrong. The great reason lying 
at the basis of the postal reformation of the last 
Congress was, the dissemination of cheap intelli- 
gence throughout the United States. I resisted 
that reformation at the time, because I believed it 
would produce in the Post Office Department, the 
very difficulties that experience has proved. But 
you have got that reformation entailed upon you 


_ for weal or for woe, and let us not make it worse 


by an attempt here to discriminate against the 
good papers. 
1 am opposed to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Maine. The great end in view, tn this 
postal reformation, was uniformity and simplicity 
—uniformity in the charges upon distance—and 
| this amendment proposes to reénact the very dis- 

tinction that was sought to be removed by the 

reformation of the last Congress. I have not 
| given a great deal of deliberation to this subject, 
| but from what little examination I have given to 

it, | am opposed to any distinction that will bear 
| heavily upon the well-recommended papers. If I 
understand this amendment, it takes a distinction 
between sheets weighing one ounce and sheets 
weighing two ounces, outside the borders of a 
State, without taking a distinction of the same 
kind within the borders of the State, Now there 
may be very good reasons for that, but I confess 
I cannot perceive them. 

Mr. COBB. We have been engaged upon this 
bill for three days and have made no progres# in 
| it, and I think the House is ready to take a vote 
| on it. 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. I hope the gentleman 
will allow me to offer an amendment to the second 
section. 

Mr. COBB. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. Such an amendment would 
not now be in order. 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to allow me to propose an 
amendment to be acted upon when we reach the 
second section of the bill. 

There was no objection, and the amendment 
was presented, as follows: 


Add at the end of the second section the words, “ with- 
| out reference to the location of the office of delivery.” 


Mr. COBB. My object is to call the previous 
question, if there are no further amendments to 
be offered. 

| Mr. BROOKS. If the previous question is to 
be called, 1 want to offer two or three amend- 
| ments before we come to voting upon this subject, 
|| in order that they may be voted upon. 
| Mr. COBB. I| withdraw my call, in favor of 
|| the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Brooxs.] 
r. BROOKS. I wish to propose amendments 
| in the seventh and eleventh lines—in the seventh 
'| line, by striking out the word ‘‘ newspaper,” and 
in the eleventh line, after the words ** two and a 
| half ounces,” insert ‘“‘each newspaper of no 
greater weight than two and a half ounces.”’ I 
am obliged tp submit the amendments in that 
| form, in order to get them voted upon ir order. 
The SPEAKER. The proposition to amend is 
A not now in order. 


) Mr. BROOKS. ThenlI give notice of inten- 
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tion to offer the amendments, if the previous ques- l The SPEAKER, The pending amendment is 


tion is to be pressed, 
Mr. DISNEY. Will the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Cons] allow me a word? 
Mr. COBB. I yield for the purpose of admit- 
ting all amendments. 
ix. BROOKS. 1 have the floor, I believe, for 


the purpose of submitting my amendments. Am © 


other amendment I propose to submit to that sec- 


tion is, to strike out the last paragraph, which | 


reads as follows: 


“The postage upon all printed mailable matter shall be 
prepaid, either at the office where it is mailed, or at the | 


office of delivery, otherwise double the foregoing rates 


shall be charged thereon; all transient printed matter shall | 


be deemed unpaid, unless paid at the office where it is 
mailed.’’ 


If these amendments prevail, or do not prevail, 


I purpose to submit a substitute for the entire | 


section. 


The SPEAKER. Notice only of these amend- | 


ments can now be in order. 
Mr. DISNEY. I desire to notify the House, 
in the same manner, that I want to offer an 


amendment to the bill. It is a provision requiring | 


that in all cases of the publication of uncalled-for 
letters in the German language, it shall be the duty 
of the Postmaster General to cause such publica- 
tion to be made in the German newspaper having 


the largest circulation in that vicinage, and in all | 


respects to be governed by the law in rejation to 


ae : “teed 
the publication of uncalled-for letters in the Eng- 


lish language. 
Mr. COBB. 


tion. 


Mr. WASHBURN. Willthe gentleman yield 


a moment to me? 
Mr. COBB. To make a speech? 


Mr. WASHBURN. No, sir, only a remark, | 


and i will renew the call for the previous ques- | 


tion. 

Mr. COBB. I yield. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I think the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Carrrer] misapprehends the op- 
eration of the amendment which I proposed. The 
bill, as it originally stood, provides that all papers 
weighing not over two ounces shall be sent any 


distance short of three thousand miles at a post- | 


age of one cent. ‘Then there was a provision that 


papers weighing not over an ounce should besent | 


for one half that sum. The consequence was to 
bring about the very evils which the gentleman 


complained of—that it is a discrimination against | 
good a and in favor of the poorer papers | 
ied in the cities, because the papers weigh- | 


publis 


ing not over an ounce, published in New York, 


could be sent three thousand miles at a postage of || postage, and one half cent for each additional ounce, or 


| fraction of an ounce, for any distance under one thousand 
|| mifes, and for any distance over one thousand miles double 


half a cent, when a local paper (as most of our 
local papers weigh an ounce and a quarter) cannot 
go forty miles without paying the postage of one 


cent, or twice the amount that is paid upon the | 


peper sent from New York to St. Louis. It wasin 


order to discriminate in faver of good papers, and | 
to afford protection to the country papers, and en- || 
able them te support themselves, and stand up | 
against the most indifferent issues of the city press, || 


that I proposed the amendment I have offered. 
I renew the call for the previous question. 
Mr. HENN., 
draw the call forthe previous question, that | may 
offer an amendment to the second section. 


The SPEAKER, 


ered, it will cut off the propositions made by 
them, there being an amendment now pending. 
“Mr. OLDS. i 
House, cannot the amendments be admitted, that 
a vote may be taken upon them? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


I object to that. 
Mr. BROOKS. 


I wish to make an inquiry. 


Did I understand the Chair to say that the pre- | 
vious question cuts off all the amendments sub- | 


mitted ? > 


The SPEAKER, © All of which notice only | 


has been given, as a matter of course. 
Mr. BROOKS. 
will not be seconded. 
Mr. JONES. 


offer. 

The SPEAKER. 
amendments. 

Mr. BROOKS. 


s How many amendments are 
pending? 


. 


eee 


1 now call for the previous ques- 


| for the second section. 


lL hope the gentleman will with- | 


| ment is not understood, 


: | will ask that it be again read. 
1 must give notice to gentle- | 


men offering amendments, that if the previous | 
a is seconded and the main question or- || 


By unanimous consent of the | 


I hope the previous question 1 


It does not cut off pending | 
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the one offered by the gentleman from Maine, 
{[Mr. Wasusurn. | 

Mr. BROOKS. But does it cut off the other 
amendments of which notice has been given? 

Mr. JONES. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman makes a 
proposition to amend, by way of a substitute, itis 
perhaps in order. 

Mr. BROOKS. I offer the amendment I have 
sent to the table as a substitute fog the second sec- 


tion, and I understand the Chair to decide that | 
that amendment, by way of a substitute, will be | 


in order to be voted upon. 
The SPEAKER. It willbe. 
The question then being, ‘‘ Shall the previous 


|| question receive a second ?’’— 
Mr. COBB demanded tellers; which were or- | 
| dered; and-Messrs. Henn and CyanpLeR were 


appointed, 


‘he Elouse was then divided on the question, | 


and the 

counted, 
So the previous question was seconded; and 

the main question was then ordered to be put. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The first question is upon 


the amendment proposed by the gentleman from || 
Maine, |Mr. Wasuevurn,] to insert after the word | 


** rates,’’ in the first section, what will be again 
reported by the Clerk. 
The amendment was again read, as follows: 
Provided, That all newspapers 


within the State where such papers and periodicals are 


| published, shall be entitled to the reduction provided for in | 
| this section. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I demand tellers upon the | 


question. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Stanton, of | 


‘Fennessee, and F'ow.er appointed. 


The question was then taken, and the tellers 
| reported—ayes 90, noes not counted. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Brooxs,|] by way of substitute 
It will be read. 

The proposed amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out the first section of the bill as amended, and | 


insert the following in lieu thereof: 
That from and atter the 30th day of September, 1852, the 


| postage upon all printed matter passing through the mail of | 
the United States, instead of the rates now charged, shall | 

| be as follows, to wit: Each newspaper, pamphlet, periodi- 
cal, magazine, book, bound or unbound, circular, catalogue, | 


and every other description of printed matter, unconnected 


| with any manuscript or writing, and of no greater weight 


than two and a haif ounces, shall be charged one half cent 


those rates. All newspapers published regularly, and sent 


| from the office of publication, to actual subscribers, not 
weighing over one ounce, shall be charged one half of the | 


foregoing rates, when sent over one thousand miles. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I would move an amend- | 


ment to that substitute, if it be in order—the same 
as [ offered to the original section. 

The SPEAKER. 
as the previous question has been called for, and 
seconded. 

Mr. FOWLER. Iam persuaded the amend- 


If it will be in order, I 


The amendment was again read, as above in- 
serted. 
Mr. BROOKS. 


to, the tellers having reported—ayes 38, noes not 


| counted. 


Mr. SKELTON. 
the vote by which the substitute of the gentleman 
from New York has been rejected, and upon that 
motion will submit a few remarks. 


The SPEAKER. Debate is out of order, the || 


previous question still operating. 
Mr. SKELTON. I then withdraw the motion. 
Mr. SACKETT. Is a substitute to the first 


| section now in order? 
It only cuts off those amend- || 


ments which gegtlemen gave notice they would || 


The SPEAKER. No amendment is now in 
order except those pending, the main question 


| having been ordered to be put. 


The second section of the bill was then read, as 


| follows: 


“ Sec. 2. and be it further enacted, That books, bound 


| er unbound, not weighing over four pounds, shall be deemed 


mailable matter, and all printed matter chargeable by weight 


iene cemaiees 


| Provided, Such printed ¢ 


and periodicals, not | 
weighing Over two ounces, when sent to actual subscribers | 





No amendment is in order, | 


It is simply a substitute to the | 
| first section, and leaves the others as they were. 
| The question was then taken on the substitute | 
|; submitted by Mr. Brooks, and it was not agreed | 





I move a reconsideration of | 


| the vicinage, such publication to be | é 
| spect by the provisions of the law in relation to the publi- 





shall be weighed when dry. The publishers of newspapers 
and periodicals may send to'each other from their respective 
offices of publication, tree of postage, one copy of each pub- 
lication ; and may also send to each actual subscriber, in- 
closed in their publications, bills and receipts for the same, 


| free of postage. The publishers of weekly newspapers may 


send to each actual subscriber within the county where 
their papers are printed and published, one copy thereof 


| free of postage.”? 


Mr. HENN moved to amend the above section, 


| by adding the following, viz: 


The presidents of universities, colleges, academies, and 
of all scientific institutions, and also the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution, may send by mail, free of postage, the printed copies 


| of any regular paper, pamphiet, or book published under 
| the authority of any such institution; and also the proof 


sheets of sueh copies whi e same are being published: 
ts shall be distributed gratis. 
The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was rejected. 


The SPEAKER stated the question to be next 


|, on the following amendment, by way of addition 


| to the second section: 
tellers reported—ayes 80, noes not || 


‘¢ Without reference to the location of the post office of 
delivery.”’ 

Mr. OLDS. That amendment is already pro- 
vided for in the bill. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was rejected. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, to strike out the following section, and it 
was agreed to: 


“Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That all laws or parts 
of laws incompatible with the provisions of this act are 


| hereby repealed.” 


Mr. HENN. Was not the otheramendments I 
sent up to the Chair in order previous to the or- 
dering of the main question to be put? 

The SPEAKER. Notice was only given of 
intention to offer the amendment. Objection was 
made to have it considered, and such is the fate of 
several other amendments proposed to be offered 
by gentlemen this morning. 

The SPEAKER stated the question next to be 


|| upon the following amendment of the Committee 
| on the Post Office and Post Roads, which was 
| taken and agreed to, viz: 


10th amendment: Add the following additional sec- 


| tions: 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That no newspaper, 


| periodical, magazine, or other printed paper, or matter, 
| shall be entitied to be sent at the rates of postage in this act 
| specified, unless the following conditions be observed : 


First. It shall be sent without any cover or wrapper, or 
in a cover or wrapper open at the ends or sides, so that the 
character of the matter contained therein may be determ- 
ined without removing such wrapper. 

Second. There shall be no word or communication print- 
ed on the same after its publication, or upon the cover or 
wrapper thereof, nor any writing or marks upon it, nor upon 


| the cover or wrapper thereof, except the name and address 
| of the person to whom it is to be sent. 


Third. There shall be no paper or other thing inclosed in 


| or with such printed matter ; and if these conditions are not 
| complied with, such printed matter shall be subject to letter 


postage ; ahd all matter sent by mail from one part of the 


| United States to another, the postage of which is not fixed 


by the provisions of this act, shall, unless the same be en- 


titled to be sent free of postage, be charged with letter post- 


Ce 
a 4. nd be it further enacted, That if the publisher 
| of any periodical, after being three months previously noti- 
fied that his publication is not taken out of the office to 
| which it is sent for delivery, continue to forward such pub- 
lication in the mail, the postmaster to whose office such 
| publication is sent mney dispose of the same for the postage, 
8 


unless the publisher shall pay it; and whenever any printed 


|| matter of any description, received during one quarter of 


the fiscal year, shall have remained in the office without 


| being called for during the whole of any succeeding quarter, 


the postmaster at such office shall seli the same and credit 


| the proceeds of such sale in his quarterly accounts, under 
|| such regulations and after such notice as the Post Office 
| Department shall prescribe. 


Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, Thatso much of the 


| second section of the act entitled “An act to niodify and 
| reduce the rates of post 


e in the United States, and for 
other purposes,”’ approved March 34, 1851, as relates to the 


| postage or free circulation or transmission of newspapers, 
| periodicals, and other printed matter, and all other provis- 
|| 10ns of law inconsistent with the provisions of this act are 


hereby repealed. 


The question was stated to be next on the fol- 
lowing amendment, submitted by Mr. Disney, to 


| be added at the end of the bill: 


And be it further enacted, in all cases of publication of 


the uncalled for German letters, it shall be the duty of the 


Postmaster General to cause such publication to be made 
in the German newspaper having the largest circulation in 
rned in every re- 


cation ef uncalled for letters in the English lauguage. 


Mr. BELL. I wish to make an inquiry of the 
chairman of the committee which reported this 
bill. 
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